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Colorado has adopted the law providing that three- 

fourths of a jury may render a verdict in civil cases. 
* * * 

An excellent law would have been placed on our 
statute books had U. S. Senator Brice’s act been passed. 
This regulated the trial and punishment for contempt of 
United States courts. 

The bill provided that in all cases of contempt, except 
in those committed in the presence of the Court, or so near 
it as to obstruct its proceedings, the accused shall have a 
right to trial by jury. 


























* * * 


“A dog has no right to brood over its wrongs and re- 
member in malice. That the injured girl threw sticks and 
stones at the dog several months before she was bitten, 
furnished it no excuse. The only defense available to the 
dog’s master is the doing of an unlawful act, at the time 
of the attack, by the person injured.” This is so much of 
the opinion of the Jowa Supreme Court (Van Bergen vs. 
Eulberg, 82 N. W. Rep., 483) as relates to the right of 
Mr. Van Bergen’s dog to remember past wrongs. 
* * * 


The Supreme Court of the United States, in a decision 
written by Justice Gray in the case of Seth Carter vs. The 
State of Texas, is said to have recently held that a negro 
accused of a capital offense is entitled to and has the right 
to demand that one of his own race be represented on the 
jury that tries him. Defendant’s lawyers sought to have 
the case dismissed on the ground that the trial and verdict 
of guilty were irregular and void because no negro had 
been placed on the jury, although one-fourth of the popu- 
lation of Galveston was black. 

* * * 


Truly, as we have remarked aforetime, the ways of an 
Indian practitioner are not our ways—neither are his cases 
like unto ours. In proof of all which, listen to the decision 
of a Mr. Justice Boddam, as copied from the Madras Law 
Journal. We give both the decision and editorial com- 
ment thereon : 

“The plaintiff sued for posession of a house of which 
he had been in possession for many years, and which he 
was obliged to quit in consequence of the defendant’s 
trespassing into the house and occupying some rooms and 
cooking objectionable food. The plaintiff was a Brahmin 
and the defendant a dancing girl. The defendant had 
been adopted by another dancing girl, when she was very 
young. The woman had bought the house before the adop- 
tion and sold it to the plaintiff’s father. Mr. Justice 
Boddam was of opinion that the house which was bought 


by her mother was her ancestral property, and that the 
daughter who was subsequently adopted acquired an in- 
terest by the adoption, and that the sale, therefore, to the 
plaintiff’s father was invalid. It is difficult to imagine 
whence His Lordship got this law of ancestral pro in 
which an adopted dancing girl acquires an interest. The 
adoption of a dancing girl is said to be valid by custom, 
and nobody has ever heard of the law of ancestral prop- 
erty in which the son acquires a right by birth being ex- 
tended to women, and still less to dancing girls. But the 
more curious part of the performance is yet to follow. 
His J_ordship dismissed the suit, but there were some 
movables locked up in the rooms, and the Court directed 
that the Sheriff of Madras should take charge of them 
and make an inventory. The Appellate Bench asks, for 
whose benefit ? and the appellant’s Vakil repeated the ques- 
tion. It is somewhat satisfactory to know that the judg- 
ment was upset, and the plaintiff’s claim decreed.” 


> * * 


Lord Justice Collins, one of the members of the Ar- 
bitral Tribunal in Paris, recently said (we quote from the 
Law Journal) that it was a remarkable thing that, while 
the Venezuelan boundary question two years or more ago 
was as nearly as possible a casus belli between the two 
great Anglo-Saxon nations, two years later, when the 
award was given, it scarcely found room for a paragraph 
in the London papers, which were almost entirely occupied 
with an account of an international yacht race between 
America and England. There was another strange con- 
trast. It was part of the role of the American counsel 
who acted as advocates for Venezuela to glorify the great 
achievements of Spain, and its benevolence as a colonizing 
power. The American counsel who were thus eulogizi 
Spanish methods as compared with Dutch belonged to a 
nation which has just succeeded in wresting from i 
the last remnants of that colonial empire of which Vene- 
zuela was one of the earliest parts. On the other hand, 
the English counsel were equally laudatory as to the 
Dutch, dwelling upon their respect for the liberty of the 
individual, and other great merits. Altogether one would 
have supposed that the Dutch were the most desirable peo- 
ple in the world. Scarcely was the ink dry upon the 
award when the English nation found itself in a death 
grip with the Dutch. 


* * #8 


Isn’t it about time for some judges to cease indulging 
in that pernicious habit of citing and quoting from great 
“strings of cases” for the purpose of “backing up” points 
of elementary law? We have seen’ several opinions lately 
that might easily have been made to occupy half the length 
they actually took. Don’t some of our recent decisions 
put you in mind of that story of Andrew Jackson? 

Jackson was once making a stump speech in a small 
village out West. Just as he was finishing Amos Kendall, 
who sat near him, whispered, “Tip ’em a little Latin, Gen- 
eral ; they won’t be contented without it.” The man of the 
iron will instantly thought upon the few phrases he knew, 
and, in a voice of thunder, wound up with “E pluribus 
unum, sine qua non, ne plus ultra, multum in parvo.” 
The effect was tremendous. 








REQUIESCAT IN PACE. 


We say with regret that candor compels us to admit 
that the Gardiner investigation seems slowly “petering 
out.” Here endeth the first, last and only lesson. 

Of course, the Governor has not rendered any decision 
yet because—nominally, at least—the affair is not ended, 





but we believe that Col. Gardiner need not indulge in 
any particular worry over the result. If the Attorney 
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General's office had only realized that the Colonel was put 
upon trial purely and simply to determine his fitness to 
occupy the office of District Attorney of New York and 
not for the sake of passing upon his war record or of ex- 
ploiting his many sided character, we think the fate of the 
investigation might possibly have been different. Vanity 
does not disqualify a man from holding office, nor is it of 
much importance to the average citizen whether the 
doughty Colonel is or is not entitled to a medal for dis- 
tinguished services in war time, or is or is not the head of 
one of the numerous ancestral organizations. Compara- 
tively little evidence, however, appears to have been in- 
troduced along other lines. 

If Mr. Dooley lets this chance go by he will have missed 
the opportunity of a lifetime. Talk about the Dreyfus 
trial! The Gardiner investigation, when they examined 
the Colonel as to his presence or absence at the battle of 
Gettysburg, certainly exceeded in possibilities anything 
that happened at Rennes. We can well imagine the de- 
scription of the philosopher of Archey Road. 

“Colonei Gardeneer,” says Misther Wilcox. 


“Here,” says the Colonel; “am I wanted?” 

“We want ye to come to th’ stan’ an’ tell us what d’ye 
think about th’ Disthrict Attoorney in th’ graate an’ glori- 
ous County iv Noo York,” says the Commissioner. 

Th’ Colonel had been practicin’ lately on some toorn- 
stiles an’ tk’ divil a bit was he stopped by three chairs, a 
table an’ two rails. He lepped them all with th’ bound 
y te froitened gazelle an’ landed safe in the witness chair. 

ir. 

“What is ye’re opinyun iv rayfoorm and iv Judge Goff, 
an’ do ye play yooker with or without the joker?” says 
Misther Deming. 

“Gintlemen an’ laadies,” says the Colonel, “unaccus- 
tomed as I am to public speakin’, I wish to addhress ye a 
few wurruds on the situation iv our public officials an’ 
th’ ice thrust. I’m th’ Disthrict Attoorney iv th’ County 
atid chief soord swallower iv th’ ordther iv Cincinnatus. 
T offishiated at th’ thrile iv Cadet Whittaker an’ I come iv 
a most distinguished linyage.” 

“It’s my belief that ye’re ansesthers niver came over in 
th’ Mayflower at all, at all,” says Misther Deming. 

“Ye lie,” says the Colonel. “No wan can tell me that 
an’ live. No wan shall insult me or me frinds, an’ don’t 
ye call any iv them educashonal mastodons, mind that.” 

“What are ye’re views iv the Civil War?” says Misther 
Deming. 

“T had the divil’s own luck at th’ openin’,” says Colonel 
Gardeneer. “I was defayted at Bull Run an’ Antietam 
was no betther an’ Friedrecksburg took me bad. But I 
wan th’ battle iv Gettysburg an’ Appomatix an’ a few 
minor engagements not worth th’ mention an’ that I dis- 
remember anyway,” says he, “an’ I maarched from At- 
lanta to the say an’ I took Richmond. My name isn’t in 
th’ raypoorts, but I did it just the same.” * * * * * 

The thrile was nearin’ its close. 

“Feeat justisha roout coylem,”’ whatever that is, says 
Misther Deming, an’ then a sthreak iv greased lightnin’ 
intered be wan iv th’ winders. 

“Now ye see what ye’ve done,” says Misther Wilcox, 
an’ he dodged. 

Th’ lightnin’ made sthraight f’r Colonel Gardeneer an’ 
played goluf with th’ war medals which rested on his 
manly bosom. It then cuddled up like a kittin at the fate 
iv Misther Deming. “I have nawthin’ more to say,” 
says he. 

However, all this is purely and simply a matter of taste 
on the part of the investigators, and de gustibus non est 
disputandum. 

Translated, this has been rendered as— 
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Some of us read Shakespeare and some read Dayy the 
Harum. reas 
F be it f b . ‘a advi 
ar be it from us to say how proceedings could hay the 
been otherwise conducted. We can only regretfully Sigh the 
and gracefully subside. For the time being we shalj } par 
silent concerning our chief prosecuting officer, though per thal 
chance at some later day, when the Colonel has conquered oo! 
new turnstiles or arrested some more doorkeepers, the gy), as 
ject may be reopened. oo 
= tice 
A REMARKABLE EDITORIAL. - 
One of the most novel and curious actions at law » 
have come across in some time originated not long 
Stroudsburg, Pa. Among the residents of that city is th thi 
Rev. E. E. Dixon, who, in a public prayer, invoked the 4. ab 
vine vengeance upon a brewery that had been erected ) ™ 
that town. In his prayer the Rev, Dixon, after calling dow we 
curses upon the aforesaid brewery and its proprietors, accorj. 
ing to newspaper reports, specifically urged God to strike j J 
with lightning. Sure enough, not long afterward, during , es 
violent storm, a bolt from heaven struck and partially fo 
wrecked the building; “hereupon the owners brought suit fo; a\ 
damages against Mr. Dixon, claiming that through hig jp. 
tercession and appeals the divine wrath had been brought at 
down upon their property. The clergyman, in his answer, jt st 
is understood, puts forth the claim that he should not te 
held responsible for an act of divine providence, and this a 
is the novel question with which the court will be com. Ww 
pelled to wrestle. Such a plea would seem to indicate a woefy z' 
lack of faith in the power of prayer, yet perhaps it was 7 
the only plea he was able to make under the circumstances, si 
The trial of this novel suit, if it ever comes to trial, ought t! 
to prove decidedly interesting. The Good Book tells us that 
all that one needs in order to have his prayers answered |s I 
faith. Did the Rev. Dixon possess it, and was that faith t 
potential in cailing down the divine vengeance upon the brew. e 


ery referred to, or was its destruction so soon after the 
prayer 2 mere coincidence—one of those strange correspond- I 
ences with which the busy world is filled? Here is a question r 
which is calculated to cause the average juryman’s hair to : 
turn gray. } 

Our friend of the Albany Law Journal publishes the 
foregoing truly remarkable editorial in a very recent is- , 
sue. . 
In the first place, we don’t believe that any attorney, | 
whether in Stroudsburg or elsewhere, would be willing | 
to make himself a laughing stock for the community by 
appearing in an action of this kind. If such a one can be 
found however, no juryman’s hair is likely “to tum 
gray” over the question, as the present is a case which can 
be expeditiously terminated by demurrer, or what in 
Pennsylvania is equivalent thereto. 

The majority of mankind believe in the existence of a 
divinity of some sori. Either such a being does or he 
does not exist. In the former event, he is all-good, all- 
wise and all-powerful. Hence when he destroyed the 
brewery, no wrongful act was done, and Mr. Dixon can- 
not be deemed to have acted otherwise than rightly in 
praying for what was proper. Besides, the fact that the 
divinity is all-wise, sufficiently indicates that the lightning 
would have done its work even without the prayers of the 
reverend gentleman. 

If, on the other hand, no divinity exists, the prosecu- 
tion falls flat. 

It is just this sort of freakish performances that help 
us to realize the truth of a remark made by one of Shake- 
speare’s characters in “Twelfth Night”: 


“Foolery, sir, doth walk about the orb like the sun; it 
shines everywhere.” 








COMMERCIAL ATTORNEYS AND COLLECTION 
AGENCIES. 











During the past few months we have received several 
letters from- commercial attorneys complaining of a ct 
tain most pernicious custom prevailing among collectio 
agencies. One member of the profession to whom we 











Some of us like olives and some of us can’t bear ’em; 








had written, at the request of an agency, asking why he 
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did not attend to certain claims placed with him, answers 


as follows: 
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the 


“pear Sir: On arriving at the office, I found your letter 
why I did MOt WIit€ ......csseecenccrssseeseees regarding 
a claim sent by them, against To go into 
the details would take some considerable time. The main 
reason Was that I had written these people over fifteen letters 
ng them from time to time that the head and soul of 


i 
oe sald concern was now out of business and away from 
the city. * * * That a judgment against him was worth- 
had made promises that on his arrival home I 


jess, that he 
d get the money. I asked my people to wait, saying 


bog he came back I could then talk to him, and I thought 
he would pay, but up to date he has not visited his family. 
I also informed our friends, the agency, that just as soon 

+». and collected anything, I would let 


as I SAW MI. «+ueseeeeee 
them know. I did not feel inclined to spend all my fees in 
stage stamps. * * * They did not seem inclined to prac- 


oma frugality in this matter in the least, but shot red-hot 
jetters at me nearly weekly, so I returned their claim as 
uncollectable. * * * I am, dear sir,” etc. ac 


Another attorney to whom we wrote, answers: 

“J have been persistently annoyed by this concern about 
this matter. They know I have remitted all I have been 
able to collect. I have also reported on the claim regularly. 
They seem to want me to write them a love letter every 
week, whether there is anything to report or not.” os 


We are aware, alas, that it is too true that many col- 
jection agencies are in the habit of bombarding their un- 
fortunate correspondents with “red hot letters” on an 
average of two or three times a week. It is an altogether 
abominable habit, and we think that they would do well to 
stop it, as it is rather worrying upon the attorney. After 
a while he begins to feel like a malefactor himself, and to 
wonder if he hasn’t somehow collected the money, embez- 
zied it. and then forgotten all about it.. We know that 
some attorneys are slow in reporting, but we believe that 
the general run of practitioners act with reasonable 
promptness on claims sent them and report as soon as 
there is anything to say. As the matter stands at pres- 
ent, the following appears to be the procedure adopted in 
many instances: The agency has, we will say, 
a claim against John Jones, of Oshkosh. This 
is sent to an Oshkosh attorney, who calls on the debtor 
and finds that he cannot pay now, but holds inducements 
of being able to do so in the near future, perhaps within a 
couple of months. He writes a full report to the collection 
agency, asking for instructions whether to sue or to try 


if 


Cc 


length of the chancellor’s foot.” 
undertake to say just how a statute might be drawn that 
would prohibit stich crimes, for crimes they are, and at 
the same time permit all combinations reasonable in them- 


We have never thought much of provisions similar to 
foregoing. Technically, they prevent combinations 


perfectly honest in themselves, the only result of which is 
the lowering of prices to the consumer. In this instance, 
however, the law seems to be fulfilling a proper purpose. 
The utility of an act like the present can scarcely be con- 
tended for with any degree of reasonableness, by 
urging that it can be invoked to drive out of business a 
monopoly such as is the Ice Trust. The Ice Trust in real- 
ity is not being proceeded against upon the ground that it 
is a monopoly, but upon the ground that it is a most swin- 
ish monopoly. 
with fair profits, and had they acted with more regard to 
the consumers’ rights, proceedings would never have been 
begun against them. But this measures the equity of an 


Had the directors contented themselves 


t like the present by no less variable a measure than “the 
We cannot at present 


lves. When such a measure is found it will practically 


amount to a solution of the trust question. 


In connection with this, a further point may be raised. 


What of the judges of New York who are holders of Ice 
Trust stock? Some time ago we discussed the question of 
contribution by the judiciary to campaign funds. Does 
not the present question in principle stand practically on 
all fours with this? While we may reluctantly admit that 
there is nothing ethically wrong, yet does it look just 
right? 
cern such as is the Ice Trust, be qualified to preside in 
any action to which it may be a party. If this sort of 
thing goes on we shall advocate, in all seriousness, the 
passage of a law permitting attorneys to examine judges 


How can a judge who owns stock in a con- 


» order to discover interest in the same way and to the 


same extent that jurymen are now examined. This would 
be a most reasonable provision, and yet what an edifying 
spectacle it would be to see a member of the judiciary 


ross-examined by counsel as to whether he holds stock 


in either the plaintiff or defendant corporation or whether 
any member of his family is interested therein. If it had 
been demonstrated that only one member of our bench 


and collect by peaceful means, and receives a reply tellin 
y Py S held ice trust stock, appearances would not have been so 


him to adopt the latter method. From that time on the 
poor member of the bar is the recipient of two or three 
letters a week asking him what he has done with the mat- 
ter. If he doesn’t answer each one by return mail, then 
he usually “catches it” in some kind of a way. Now, there 
is no doubt that many, many collection agencies don’t do 
this sort of thing, and it is also true that many attorneys 
are slow ir answering, but we do think that there is some 


reason for complaint. 


THE NEW YORK JUDICIARY AND THE ICE 
TRUST. 








The above furnishes a very interesting topic, or per- 
haps we should say topics, for discussion. As is well 
known, the Attorney General of New York has begun 
proceedings against the American Ice Company to prevent 
it from doing business. The provision of law under which 
suit is brought (Sec. 1, chapter 69, Laws of 1899) pro- 


vides as follows: 

Every contract, agreement, arrangement or combination 
whereby a monopoly in the manufacture, production, or sale 
in this State of any article or commodity of common use 
is or may be created, established, or maintained, or whereby 
competition in this State in the supply or price of any such 
article or commodity is or may be restrained or prevented, or 
whereby, for the purpose of creating, establishing, or main- 
taining a monopoly within this State of the manufacture, pro- 
duction, or sale of any such article or commodity, the free 
pursuit in this State of any lawful business, trade, or occu- 
pation is or may be restricted or prevented, is herehy de- 
clared to be against public policy, illegal and void. 





bad, but four or five are interested in the concern. 


We have always greatly respected Judge Ingraham, 


and this feeling has considerably increased since his dec- 
-laration appeared denying any interest in the corporation. 
It is quite possible that several of his brethren look upon 


him with envy, wishing that they were in a position to 
say likewise. 

“As for myself,” he says, “since I have been a judge I 
have neither bought nor sold any stock in any corpora- 
tion, nor even owned any. I have always had an idea 
that it was best for a judge to keep out of the stock mar- 
ket, and I state, in the most comprehensive way, that since 
I have been a judge I have never held stock in any cor- 


poration.” 


CONSTITUTIONAL RESTRICTIONS UPON THE 
TAXING POWER—A RECENT DECISION. 








The Kansas statute provides that persons insuring 
property in that State with companies not authorized to 
do business therein shall report the contracts of insurance . 
to the superintendent of insurance for the purpose of 
taxation. All such contracts are to be taxed “in a sum 
equal to 10 per cent. of the amount of premiums paid or 
contracted to be paid thereon, which said tax shall be paid 
by such insured to the superintendent of insurance, and 
the payment thereof shall be enforceable by process of law 
as other like taxes are, and said tax shall be a lien on said 
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property so insured, together with other taxes lawfully 

against the same.” The validity of this act was 
questioned and denied in the recent reported case of Re 
Thomas Page (60 Kan. 842). 


Now, it will be observed that the burden imposed by 
the act is not a license nor a charge placed upon a privi- 
lege, franchise or occupation. It is specifically designated 
as a tax, and is levied upon insurance contracts, which are 
treated as taxable assets and property of the insured. As 
such it constitutes a wide departure from means of taxa- 
tion usually employed. In the absence of constitutional 
restrictions, the sovereign power of the State may be ex- 
ercised without limitation in determining what should be 
subject to taxation, and the manner of levying and col- 
lecting taxes. Of course, arbitrary and unequal exactions 
cannot be levied upon persons or property, nor can reve- 
nues raised by the exercise of this power be expended 
for other than public purposes. Unless, however, a tax 
for public purposes is imposed on false and unjust prin- 
ciples, or violates an express provision of the Constitu- 
tion, the will of the legislature is conclusive. The Kansas 
Constitution contains an express limitation on the power 
to tax, by requiring the legislature to “provide for a uni- 
form and equal rate of assessment and taxation.” 

Commenting upon this provision, the Court says: “As 
will be observed, the Constitution contemplates that there 
will be an assessment or valuation of the property to be 
used as a basis of the levy, and in this way equality and 
uniformity of taxation may be had upon all the property 
within the taxing district. Although assessment is the 
most important of all the steps in the imposition of taxes, 
no assessment or valuation is required by the act, or made, 
upon the property sought to be taxed in this case. It will 
be observed that the constitution does not in terms require 
that the property in the State should be taxed according 
to its value, but it must be apparent to everyone that such 
was the intention of the Constitution makers. Taxes can- 
not be levied by an equal and uniform rate except upon 
the value.” Hines v. Leavenworth, 3 Kan. 200. To ac- 
complish the uniformity and equality required by the Con- 
stitution, it would appear that assessment or valuation is 
indispensable ; and yet in this case the legislature, without 
assessment or valuation of the property, attempts to make 
an arbitrary exaction. All other property in the State is 
required to be taxed at its true value in money, but here 
no account is taken of the solvency of the company or the 
value of the security or policy. However values of other 
property may fluctuate or the rate of taxation thereon 
may change from year to year, no change is made in the 
tax levied on the property in question. The lack of uni- 
formity is manifest in another way: One taxpayer has a 
policy written in the State by a company with authority, 
upon which no tax is imposed, while his neighbor has one 
written by an unlicensed company at Indianapolis, or 
other place outside of the State, which is subject to taxa- 
tion. Taxes are uniform and equal when imposed upon 
all property of the same character within the taxing dis- 
trict, and yet here the insured pays a 10 per cent. tax 
upon a policy written outside of the State, while his neigh- 
bor pays nothing upon a policy of-equal value, and afford- 
ing the same protection, because it is written within the 
State. Contracts of insurance written outside of the State 
eannot be regarded as illegal. Aside from the considera- 
tion that they may not be Kansas contracts, and are there- 
fore beyond the reach of the legislature, the act itself con- 
templates that such contracts may and will be made, and 
when made are to be treated as property within the State, 

and become the subject of taxation here. This is an in- 
vidious discrimination, purposely made, and is a distinct 
departure from the constitutional rule of uniformity.” 


(See State ex rel. Atty. Gen. v. Leavenworth County 
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Comrs. 2 Kan. 61; Hines v. Leavenworth, 3 Kan. 200: 
Graham v. Chautauqua County Comrs., 31 Kan. 473, 2 
Pac. 549; Atchison, T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Howe, 32 Kan, 
737) § Pac. 397; Marion & M. R. Co. v. Champlin, 37 
Kan. 682, 16 Pac. 222. See also People v. Hastings, 29 
Cal. 449; Marsh v. Clarke County Supers., 42 Wis. <o2: 
Slaughter v. Louisville, 89 Ky. 112, 8 SW. —)  «@ 








A STOCKHOLDER’S RIGHT TO EXAMINE THE 
BOOKS OF THE CORPORATION. 


The above subject was considered by the Washington 
courts in State of Washington ex rel. Weinberg v. Pacific 
Brewing & Malting Company (47 L. R. A. 208) and the 
rule now well established throughout this country by en- 
actment or judicial decision was affirmed. The syllabus 
is as follows: 


A stockholder has a right to inspect and examine the 
books and records of the corporation at reasonable times, so 
long as his purpose is to inform himself as to the manner and 
fidelity with which the corporate affairs are being condu:ted, 
and his examination is made in the interests of the 
poration. 


The burden of proof that a stockholder’s request for in- 
spection of the books of the corporation is not made in the 
interests of the corporation is upon the corporation, when it 
refuses the request upon that ground. 

The wrongful refusal of inspection of the books of a 
corporation, on the broad ground that the shareholder had no 
right to inspect them at any time or for any purpose, can- 
not be sustained on appeal on the ground that it was not 
shown that his demand was made during business hours 


or at the proper place, or that the person making it was 
his agent. 


The Court took up the question whether the mere 
benefit of knowledge to be derived from the books as to 
the =e conduct of the corporate business is sufficient 
to justify it in compelling an inspection, or whether some- 
thing more must be shown, e. g., that a controversy is de- 
pending or that some question or interest is involved with 
reference to which the contents of the books may be ap- 
plicable. (See Com. ex rel. Sellers v. Phoenix Iron Co., 
105 Pa. 111; Lyon v. American Screw Co., 16 R. I., 472, 17 
Atl. Rep. 61.) 

The injustice of this additional requirement, says the 
Court, “when applied in all its strictness, has been so 
keenly felt that in England and in many of the United 
States the right of inspection of corporate books is now 
guaranteed to the stockholders by statute, and such stat- 
utes seem to be generally held not to be innovations in, 
but declaratory of, the common law. The tendency of the 
modern decisions, also, is toward holding that a stock- 
holder, as such, has a right to inspect the books and other 
documents of the corporation, where his sole object is to 
inform himself as to the manner in which the business of 
the corporation is being conducted.” (Citing State ex rel. 
Doyle v. Laughlin, 53 Mo. App. 542; State ex rel. Spinney 
v Sportsman’s Park & Club Asso., 29 Mo. App. 326; 
State ex rel. Bourdette v. New Orleans Gaslight Co., 49 
La. Ann. 1556, 22 So. 815; Legendre v. New Orleans 
Brewing Asso., 45 La. Ann. 669, 12 So. Rep. 837; State 
ex rel. Martin v. Bienville Oil Works Co., 28 La. Ann. 
204; Cockburn v. Union Bank, 13 La. Ann. 289; Lewis v. 
Brainerd, 53 Vt. 519; Huyler.v. Cragin Cattle Co., 40 N. 
J. Eq. 392, 2 Atl. 274; Ranger v. Champion Cotton-Press 
Co., 51 Fed. Rep. 61 ; Deaderick v. Wilson, 8 Baxt. 108.) 

Continuing, it says: 

“Corporations, owing to the ease with which they can 
be formed under the liberal provisions of the statute, and 
affording, as they do, a limited liability for investors, have 
become a favorite means for the combination of capital, 
and are now engaged in almost every variety and char- 
acter of business. In fact, they have largely superseded 


cor- 





partnerships. Not having behind them the personal re- 
sponsibility and fortunes of the promoters, or that of 
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J 
those who may have invested in their capital ‘stock, the 
interests of the public at large require, and especially that 

of the public dealing with them, that the courts adopt 
the rule which will most largely conduce to honesty in 
their management. We believe that these interests will 
be better protected by the holding that a stockholder of a 

ration has the right, at reasonable times, to inspect 
and examine the books and records of such corporation 
so long as his purpose is to inform himself as to the man- 
ner and fidelity with which the corporate affairs are being 
conducted and his examination is made in the interests of 
the corporation. Nor will it be presumed, when such re- 
quest is made, that the purpose of the inspection is other 
than in the interest of the corporation, and, when it is 
charged to be otherwise, the burden should be on the 
oficers refusing such request or the corporation to estab- 
lish it. The argument that, under this rule, the managers 
of a rival concern may acquire stock in the corporation, 
and use the privilege for the purposes of benefiting the 
rival concern, to the detriment of the corporation, is not 
more forceful than the other, that, under the restricted 
rule, a combination can be made by persons holding the 
majority of the stock by which the corporation is man- 
aged for their own interests, to the exclusion and detri- 
ment of the minority holders and injury to the public 
dealing with it.” 








THE SCOPE OF AN ATTORNEY’S LIEN. 








In the Appellate Division of the New York Supreme 
Court for the Second Department a decision was 
recently rendered per Jenks J. in the matter 
of the application of Theo. B. Gates to en- 
force his lien against Samuel H. Coombs as assignee; etc. 
This discussed the scope of an attorney’s lien, and 
is of considerable interest. It was shown that the 
respondent, an attorney, recovered certain judgments for 
clients who subsequently made a general assignment for 
the benefit of their creditors. 
the assignee pay his claim for services in gaining such 
judgments, or that he, the attorney, be authorized to en- 
force the payment of the costs of the judgments in satis- 
faction of his lien in each case. The Special Term on 
April 18, 1899, ordered that the attorney for the assignee, 
“having stipulated in open court to commence, within a 
reasonable time, proceedings supplementary to execution 
upon the various judgments set forth in the exhibits at- 
tached to said petition, and to pay to the said Theodore 
B. Gates out of each one of the judgments so collected 
the costs of said Theodore B. Gates included in each 
judgment so collected,” the motion be denied. On No- 
vember 9, 1899, the assignee gave notice of the sale of a 
number of judgments recovered by his said assignors, 
including those in question, and in that notice stated that 
these particular judgments were sold subject to any claim 
of Theodore B. Gates for attorney’s liens for costs. These 
particular judgments were sold to one Bladen on Novem- 
ber 23, 1899, for $90, a sum smaller than the amount of 
the attorney’s lien. In February, 1900, the attorney 
moved that the said assignee or the said Bladen pay to 
him the proceeds of the sale of said judgments. The 
Special Term ordered that such proceeds be paid by the 
assignee to the attorney. 

The Appellate Division affirmed the order of Special 

erm, saying, inter alia: “Section 66 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure now provides that ‘the compensation of 
4 counselor or attorney for his services is governed by 
agreement, express or implied, which is not restrained by 
w. From the commencement of an action or special 
Proceeding, or the service of an answer containing a coun- 
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terclaim, the attorney who appears for a party has a lien 
upon his client’s cause of action, claim or counterclaim, 
which attaches to a verdict, report, decision, judgment or 
final order in his client’s favor, and the proceeds thereof 
in whosoever hands they may come; and the lien cannot 
be affected by any settlement between the parties before 
or after judgment or final order. The Court, upon the 
petition of the client or attorney, may determine and en- 
force the lien.” In Peri v. New York Central R. R. (152 
N. Y. 521) the Court, in commenting upon this section, 
say: ‘This language is very comprehensive, and creates 
a lien in favor of the attorney on his client’s cause of 
action, in whatever form it may assume in the course of 
the litigation, and enables him to follow the proceeds into 
the hands of third parties, without regard to any settle- 
ment before or after judgment.” 

“I think that this money in the hands of the assignee 

must be fairly regarded as the “proceeds” of the judgment. 
The word “proceeds” is equivalent with harvest or prod- 
uct. It is generally defined and understood as “the amount 
proceeding from some possession or transaction, espe- 
cially the amount derived from the sale of goods.” (Cent. 
Dict.) It is “the useful or material results of the action 
or course.” (Stand. Dict.) And such are substantially 
the definitions of the law lexicographers (Black, Bouvier, 
Kinney, Rapelye). It is a word of great generality 
(Amer. and Eng. Ency. of Law, “Proceeds,” Phelps v. 
Harris, 101 U. S. 380), and of equivocal import (Thomp- 
son’s Appeal, 89 Pa. St. 46). The money in the hands of 
the assignee was obtained through a sale of the judgment, 
and, therefore, proceeded from its possession as fully as if 
it had followed an execution by the sheriff. And so the 
language of the statute need not be strained in order to 
make it as broad as the principle upon which it is based ; 
for this charging lien, as it is called, was a device of the 
courts, lest knavish clients should reap recoveries and not 
requite the labor that brought the harvest (Goodrich v. 
McDonald, 112 N. Y. 157, 163; in re. Knapp, 85 N. Y. 
284). Now, the manner of gathering the fruits of the 
judgment would not affect a principle that would protect 
the labor and skilf that gained that judgment. And so 
the test question was whether the fund produced was the 
fruit of the judgment or decree. In Ormerod v. Tate (1 
East. 464), where the money was obtained by arbitration, 
Lord Kenyon, Ch. J., said: “The convenience, good sense 
and justice of the theory require that an attorney should 
have the same lien on damages awarded as if they were 
recovered by the judgment of the court in the ordinary 
course of the cause.’ See, too, Davies v. Lowndes (3 C. 
B 808), where the fund was received’ by compromise. 
Many cases are collected in Wharton on Agency (Sec. 
626). See, too, Turwin v. Gibson (3 Atk. 720) ; Mitchell 
v, Oldfield (4 T. R. 123; Read v. Dupper (6 T. R. 361); 
Randall v. Fuller (ibid. 456) ; Skinner v. Sweet (3 Madd. 
131); Weeks on Attorneys, 369. This theory of the com- 
mon law has always been recognized, but the statutes 
declarative thereof have, of course, by their terms, re- 
stricted its application. Our statute, Section 66 (supra), 
was great!y broadened by the amendment of 1879, and 
again by that of 1899. This is to be kept in mind in read- 
ing the decisions in affirmance of the principle.” 

It will be observed that the decision proceeded almost 
wholly upon the construction to be placed upon Section 
66 of the Code. Previous to this, the leading case seems 
to have been that of Goodrich v. McDonald, 112 N. Y. 
167. Here the matter had come up about two years be- 
fore the amendment of Section 66, so that the case was de- 
cided under the old rule. Speaking of the history of an 
attorney’s lien, the Court said: 

“Attorneys have two kinds of liens peculiar to them in 
their relations with their clients. One is a lien which an 
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attorney has upon all the papers of his client in his pos- 
session, by virtue of which he may retain afl such papers 
until his claim for services has been discharged. That in 
the books is called a restraining lien. An attorney also 
has a lien upon the fund or judgment which he has re- 
covered for his compensation as attorney in recovering 
the fund or judgment, and that is denominated a charging 
lien. (Stokes on Liens of Attorneys, 5, 85; In re Wilson, 
2 McCarthy Civ. Pro. 151.)” 

“The practice of enforcing such liens is not very an- 
cient. Baron Parke in Parker v. St. Quinton (12 Mees. 
& Wels. 451) stated that the doctrine of an attorney's 
lien on a judgment was first established in the case of 
Welsh v. Hale (1 Doug. 238), where Lord Mansfield 
said: ‘An attorney has a lien on the money recovered 
by his client for his bill of costs. If the money come to 
his hands he may retain to the amount of his bill. He 
may stop it im transitu if he can lay hold of it. If he 
apply to the court they will prevent its being paid over 
till his demand is satisfied. I am inclined to go still fur- 
ther, and to hold that, if the attorney gave notice to the 
defendant not to pay till his bill should be discharged, 
a payment by the defendant after such notice would be 
in his own wrong, and like paying a debt which has 
been assigned after notice. But I think we cannot go 
beyond these limits.’ That great jurist in Wilkens v. 
Carmichael (1 Doug. 104), speaking of an attorney’s 
lien, also said: ‘It was established on general principles 
of justice, and that courts, both of law and equity, have 
now carried it so far that an attorney or solicitor may 
obtain an order to stop his client from receiving money 
recovered in a suit in which he has been employed for 
him, until his bill is paid.” 


“The lien, as thus established, is not strictly like any 
other lien known to law, because it may exist although 
the attorney has not and cannot, in any proper sense, have 


possession of the judgment recovered. It is a peculiar 
lien, to be enforced by peculiar methods. It was a device 
invented by the courts for the protection of attorneys 
against the knavery of their clients, by disabling clients 
from receiving the fruits of recoveries without paying 
for the valuable services by which the recoveries were 
obtained. The lien was never enforced like other liens. 
If the fund recovered was in possession or under the con- 
trol of the court, it would not allow the client to obtain 
it until he had paid his attorney, and in administrating the 
fund it would see that the attorney was protected. If the 
thing recovered was in a judgment, and notice of the at- 
torney’s claim had been given, the court would not allow 
the judgment to be paid to the prejudice of the attorney. 
If paid after such notice in disregard of his rights, the 
court would, upon motion, set aside a discharge of the 
judgment and allow the attorney to enforce the judgment 
by its process so far as was needful for his protection. 
But after a very careful search, we have been unable to 
find any case where an attorney has been permitted to 
enforce his lien upon a judgment for his services by an 
equitable action, or where he has been permitted to fol- 
low the proceeds of a judgment after payment of them 
to his client. His lien is upon the judgment, and the 
court will enforce that through the control it has of the 
judgment and its own records, and by means of its own 
process which may be employed to enforce the judgment. 
But after the money recovered has been paid to his client 
he has no lien upon that, and much less a lien upon prop- 
erty purchased with that money and transferred to an- 
other. After such payment, unless he has protected his 
lien by notice to the judgment-debtor, his lien, is forever 
gone, and he must look to his client alone for his com- 

nsation. As said by Lord Ellenborough, in Wilson v. 
pean (1 Maule & Sel. 157), and repeated by Senator 








— 


Ver Planck, in McFarland v. Wheeler (26 Wend. 467), 
“in a case of a lien we should be anxious to tread cay. 
tiously and on sure grounds before we extend it beyond 
the limits of decided cases.” 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 


Mutual promises of merchants to refrain from engag- 
ing in business after 6.30 p. m. of each day are held, in 
Stovall v. McCutchen & Co. (Ky.) 47 L. R. A. 287, to be 
a sufficient consideration to support the contract, and an 


injunction to enforce it was held proper in order to pre- 
vent a repeated and recurring cause of action. 





We have several times adverted to the fact that while 
at common law, spoken words imputing unchastity were 
not actionable without allegations of special damage, yet 


in many States a different rule has been adopted by stat- 
ute in so far as women are concerned. Hence the principle 
as to men remains as it was.at common law. The courts, 
however, naturally incline toward recognizing liability for 
a charge of male unchastity if it may by fair implication 
be brought within any of the classes of utterance which 
are slanderous per se. A recent illustration is furnished 
by the case of Lovejoy v. Whitcomb, in the Supreme 
Court of Massachusetts, 55 N. E. Rep., 322. 





Whether it is possible for a wife under certain circum- 
stances and conditions to be entitled to support from two 
husbands at the same time a question upon which the 
judges of the New York Court of Appeals differ, as ap- 
pears in the case of Wetmore v. Wetmore (162 N. Y., 
503). The plaintiff, the wife, in 1892 got a divorce, and 
had awarded to her $3,000 a year alimony for herself, the 
custody of the three children and $3,000 a year additional 
alimony for the support of the children. Mr. Wetmore’s 
father had created for him a trust fund of $100,000, the 
income of which was to be paid to him during his life. 
Subsequently, the husband failing to pay the alimony, and 
going out of the State (out of the jurisdiction of the 
court), the wife, who was, got a judgment devoting the 
whole income of the trust fund to the payment of her 
alimony, but giving Mr. Wetmore permission to apply, 
should circumstances change, to share in the fund. In 
1894 the wife, who was, married a New York physician, 
then in receipt of a yearly income of about $6,000. Two 
years later Mr. Wetmore petitioned for a reduction of the 
alimony to $3,000 for the children, stating, in affidavit, 
that as he then had no property of substantial value he was 
without means of support, and that his former wife did 
not need support from him. The Court of Appeals sus- 
tained this reduction to the $3,000 for the children on the 
grounds that the second marriage terminated the unity of 
relation between the former husband and wife, which re- 
lation had render proper the application to her use of 
trust funds intended for the man who had been her hus- 
band, and that “upon a second marriage of the wife to a 
husband whose ability to support her is unquestionable, 
she ceases to have any claim in law or equity to the income 
of a trust fund created by will for a very different pur- 
pose.” Two of the seven judges dissented from this 
opinion. 





The following five decisions are of interest as involv- 
ing questions in the law of master and servant: 


The use of compressed air in the construction of a 
tunnel is held, in Turner v. St. Clair Tunnel Co. ( Mich.) 
47 L. R. A. 112, not to make an employer, under the laws 
of Canada, liable to employes therein as an absolute in- 
surer of the machinery, appliances and system adopted: 
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ut the master’s duty is held to be discharged by appoint- 
ing competent superintendents and workmen and author- 
izing them to procure all necessary machinery and appli- 


The risks which a person assumes when entering into 
the employ of another are held, in Coyle v. A. A. Griffing 
lon Co. (N. J.) 47 L. R. A. 147, to include those of 
which it is a part of the employe’s duty to take knowledge 
by observation, such as the absence of a bolt which was an 
obvious defect and which the employe would have discov- 
ered by exercising a reasonable degree of caution in ob- 
grving machinery which he used. 


The maxim volenti non fit injuria, as applied to in- 
jured servants seems to be substantially equivalent to the 
rule of assumption of risks. This was discussed in the 
case of O’Maley v. South Boston Gaslight Co. ( Mass.) 47 
L.R.A. 161, and held applicable to a servant falling from 
a runway on which he was wheeling coal and which had 
no guards on the side, although there was a statute mak- 
ing the employer liable for defects in ways, works or ma- 
chinery which were due to negligence. A note to this case 
exhaustively reviews the decisions which consider this 
maxim as a defense to actions by injured servants. 


A boy who has had two years’ experience in riding 
colts is held, in Davis v. Forbes (Mass.) 47 L. R. A. 170, 
to assume the risks of the sufficiency of a stirrup strap, 
where, after complaining of its insufficiency and seeing it 
tested by his employer’s foreman, who assures him that it 
is sufcient, he consents to use it. 


The ejection of a trespasser from the footboard of a 
locomotive, though his presence there does not interfere 
with the manipulation of the machinery by the engineer, 
whose position is inside the cab, is held, in Galveston, H. 
&S. A. R. Co. v. Zantzinger (Tex.) 47 L. R. A. 282, to 
be within the authority of the engineer, when he has pos- 
session and control of the engine, so that the railroad com- 
pany is liable for the wrongful exercise of his authority. 





The use and abuse of street railroad transfers is dis- 
cussed in an interesting opinion by the New York Su- 
preme Court, Appellate Division (Fourth Department), in 
the case of Eddy v. the Syracuse Rapid Transit Railway 
Company (50 App. Div. 109). A conductor of a car-on 
which Mr. Hiram Eddy was a passenger, having made a 
mistake in punching a transfer, the conductor of a car on 
which Mr. Eddy presented it refused to accept it, and told 
Mr. Eddy he must pay another fare or get off the car. 
Thereupon Mr. Eddy, “without waiting for the applica- 
tion of force,” alighted. Incidentally, the conductor had 
remarked, “I presume you picked up the transfer on the 
street,” of which Mr. Eddy made a dignified denial. Mr. 
Eddy sued and got a verdict of $100. The Appellate Court 
stated the rights of the company as follows: “Street rail- 
toad companies should be permitted to make and enforce 
all reasonable rules, with respect to the use of transfers, 
that may be necessary to protect them against imposition 
and are consistent with the rights of the public.” As to 
the rights of the passenger’, the Court said: “If the plain- 
tiff entered the car believing that his transfer was valid, 
and was not negligent in failing to discover that it had 

punched erroneously, he was there lawfully, and is 
entitled to recover compensatory damages, including the 
indignity, the humiliation and injury to his feelings caused 
by the remarks of the conductor and his wrongful ejec- 
tion from the car.” The Court held that his leaving the 
cat at the demand of the conductor constituted an eject- 
ment. But the Court set aside the verdict, and ordered a 
new trial, for the reason that on the trial the judge told 
the jury they could give Mr. Eddy exemplary damages. 
As to this the Court said: “It would not be just to mulct 
atailroad company in exemplary damages for the first act 





of misconduct toward passengers by one of its conductors, 
of previous good character and conduct, and whom it had 
no reason to believe would be guilty of misconduct.” 





“The effect of transferring stock in a corporation to 
relieve the former stockholder from liability as such is 
considered, in Rochester & K. F. L. Co. v. Raymond (N. 
Y.) 47 L. R. A. 246, which holds that a subscription to 
stock does not imply an agreement to pay for it in full, 
but is only a contract to enter into the relation of stock- 
holder, and that, if a corporation permits a transfer of 
stock by canceling the certificate and issuing a new one to 
the purchaser, whom it attempts to hold as stockholder, 
it ratifies the transaction and cannot subsequently deny 
that the transfer is valid. With this case is a note review- 
ing the decisions on the effect of such a transfer upon 
liability for unpaid subscriptions.” 





In South African Breweries, Limited, v. King (1900, 
1 Ch. 273) the English courts have passed on a somewhat 
complicated question. By an agreement in writing, ex- 
ecuted at Johannesburg, in the South African Republic, 
and made between a company having its registered office 
in London, but carrying on business in South Africa, and 
a British subject resident at Johannesburg, the latter 
agreed to serve the company as brewer or otherwise in its 
business carried on at Johannesburg and in the Colony of 
Natal and elsewhere in South Africa, and provision was 
made for his residence in Johannesburg. The agreement 
was framed in the English language and was in English 
form. The Court of Appeal held that the rights of the 
parties under the agreement ought to be governed by the 
laws of the South African Republic. 





Another peculiar case, this time relative to “marriage 
contract” law, is that of In re Fickus (1900, 1 Ch. 331). 
It was here shown that in 1873 a father, prior to the mar- 
riage of his daughter, in a letter to her intended husband, 
stated: “You are, of course, aware that with my large 
family Eliza will have little fortune. She will have a 
share of what I leave after the death of her mother, who 
I wish to leave in comfortable independence if I should 
leave her a widow.” The intended husband accepted the 
letter as giving him some rights, and the marriage took 
piace. The father afterward acquired a large fortune, and 
died in 1898. His wife predeceased him. By his will he 
left a legacy of £2,000 to the daughter, and gave the resi- 
due of his estate equally between six of his other seven 
children. The daughter and her husband claimed, by 
virtue of the letter, to be entitled to an equal eighth share 
of the father’s estate. Held, first, that the letter did not 
constitute a contract by the father, but was merely an ex- 
pression of his intentions ; secondly, that if it were a con- 
tract, it was an obligation to leave, not an equal eighth 
share, but some, portion or share of his estate to the 
daughter, and was fulfilled by the legacy. ~ 





A judgment against a solvent garnishee which the 
plaintiff fails to collect, without any excuse, is held, in 
Bowen v. Port Huron E. & T. Co. (Iowa) 47 L. R. A. 131, 
to constitute a satisfaction of the claim against the origi- 
nal debtor for the amount of such judgment. With this 
case there is a note collecting the other authorities on the 
eftect of a judgment against a garnishee to merge or sat- 
isfy the liability of the principal debtor. 





In Jannek against the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. 
(162 N. Y.) the policy contained a clause that if the in- 
sured should “become so intemperate as to impair his 
health” the company would have the right “upon becom- 
ing satisfied of such fact,” to terminate the contract. This 
was held by a divided court, five judges to two, to mean 
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that the insured had to become in fact so intemperate “as 
to impair his health” in order that the contract might be 
terminated; that it was not enough that the company 
should upon investigation believe in good faith that his 
intemperance had reached the stage of impairing his 
health. 


The U. S. Supreme Court in Camden & Suburban R. 
R. Co. v. Stetson decided (April 9, 1900) that the order- 
ing of a physical examination is within the powers of a 
Circuit Court sitting in a State whose statutes give the 
right. The suit (to recover damages for personal injuries) 
was brought in New Jersey, where the physical examina- 
tion law is in force. Harlan J. dissented. 

Mr. Justice Peckham, delivering the opinion, observed, 
inter alia: 

“An answer to the third question, ‘Had the Circuit 
Court the legal right or power to order a surgical exami- 
nation of the plaintiff?’ will be all that is necessary for 
the action of the court below. 

“Tt is settled in this court that no power to make such 
an order exists at common law; in other words, the Court 
has no inherent power to make it. Union P. R. Co. v. 
Botsford, 141 U. S. 250, 35 L. ed. 734, 11 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
tooo. In that case there was no statute of the State in 
which the United States Court was held which authorized 
the order. There is no intimation in the opinion that a 
statute of a State directly authorizing such examination 
would be a violation of the Federal Constitution, or in- 
valid for any other reason. 

“In this case we have such a statute, and by Section 
721 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it is pro- 
vided that ‘the laws of the several States, except where 
the Constitution, treaties, or statutes of the United States 
otherwise require or provide, shall be regarded as rules 
of dcision in trials at common law in courts of the United 
States, in cases in which they apply.’ 

“Does not this statute of the State apply in trials at 
common law in the United States courts sitting in the 
State where the statute exists ? 

“The case before us is a common law action; it is one 
to recover damages for a tort, which is an action of that 
nature. It was being tried in the State which enacted the 
statute, and the Court was asked to apply such statute 
to the trial of an action at common law. 

“Neither the Constitution, treaties nor statutes of the 
United States otherwise require or provide. The statute 
concerns the evidence which may be given on a trial in 
New Jersey, and it does not conflict with any statute of 
the United States upon that subject. It is not a question 
of a general nature, like the law merchant, but simply one 
concerning evidence based upon a local statute to recover 
damages for injury to the person. The statute comes 
within the principle of the decisions of this Court holding 
a law of the State of such a nature binding upon Federal 
courts sitting within the State. Swift v. Tyson, 16 Pet. 1, 
18, 10 L. ed. 865, 871; Nichols v. Levy, 5 Wall. 433, 18 
L. ed. 596; Watson v. Tarpley, 18 How. 517, 520, 15 L. 
ed. 509, 511; Ex parte Fisk, 113 U. S. 713, 28 L. ed. 
1117, 5 Sup. Ct. Rep. 724. 

“It was held in United States v. Reid, 12 How. 361, 
13 L. ed. 1023, that the provision of the law of Congress 
did not extend to criminal offenses against the United 
States, for that would be to give to the States the power 
of prescribing the rules of evidence in trials for offenses 
against the United States. It was said, however, that the 
section was intended to confer upon the courts of the 
United States the jurisdiction necessary to enable them 
to administer the laws of the States. 


“We are not aware of any reason why this law of the 
State does not apply to courts of the United States under 
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the section of the Revised Statutes above quoted. Ther 
is no claim made that the statute violates the Feder 
Constitution, and we are of opinion that such a claim 
would have no foundation, if made. 

“Counsel for plaintiff refers in his argument to th 
opinion in the Botsford case, where it is stated (at 
256, 35 L. ed. 739, 11 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1002) that the ques. 
tion is one which is not governed by the law or practice 
of the State in which the trial is had, but that it depends 
upon the power of the national courts under the Congti. 
tution and laws of the United States, and he argues there. 
from that the State statute is immaterial, and can furnish 
no foundation for the exercise of the power by the Fed- 
eral Court. We do not dispute that if there were no law 
of the United States which, in connection with the State 
law, could be referred to as in effect providing for the 
exercise of the power, the court could not grant the order 
under the decision in the case of Botsford. But we say 
there is a law of the United States which does apply the 
laws of the State where the United States court sits; and 
where the State has a law which provides for the making 
of an order for the examination of the person of a plain- 
tiff in a case like this, the law of the United States ap- 
plies that law to cases of such a nature on trial in Federal 
courts sitting in that State. In the Botsford case there 
was no State law, and consequently no foundation for the 
application of the law of the United States. 

“In Ex parte Fisk, 113 U. S. 713, 28 L. ed. 1117, 5 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 724, the statute of the State of New York, 
in relation to the examination of parties before trial, was 
held to be in conflict with the act of Congress providing 
for the examination of witnesses in courts of the United 
States, and was therefore inapplicable in those courts ; but 
the statute in this case is not in conflict with any statute 
of the United States. It does not conflict with Section 
861 of the Revised Statutes, providing for the oral exam- 
ination of witnesses in open court. On the contrary, what- 
ever information may be obtained by the surgeon who ex- 
amines the plaintiff under the statute in question can be 
availed of only by the defendant's producing the witness 
and examining him in open court, or by deposition, if he 
come within the exception mentioned in Section 863 and 
the following sections. 

“In those States in which it has been held that the 
court has inherent power to order the examination of a 
plaintiff in this class of action without the aid of a statute 
all has been said that could be urged in favor of such 
power on grounds connected with public policy and the 
due and proper administration of justice by the courts. 
This Court has taken another view of the subject, in the 
decision of Botford’s case, above cited. But by reason of 
the statute of New Jersey, in which State this. action was 
brought, there being no law of Congress in conflict there- 
with, we hold that the courts of the United States therein 
sitting have the power, under the statute and by virtue of 
Section 721 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
to order the examination of the person of the plaintiff.” 








BECCARIA AND LAW REFORM. 


By U. M. Rose. 
Being Portions of an Address Delivered as President of 
the Arkansas State Bar Association at Its Meeting 
held at Little Rock January 3, 1900. 
Gentlemen of the State Bar Association: 

For the brief time that is allowed me to throw myseli 
on your indulgence on this occasion, I wish to say some- 
thing of the services rendered to the world at large by 
Beccaria, the author of that remarkable book called 
“Crimes and Punishments,” a work that has had an im- 
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mense influence in shaping the laws which at present 

vail in all the civilized countries of the earth, and 
which marks one of the most curious episodes in the his- 
tory of jurisprudence, 

If we except Montesquieu, whose work was rather 
critical and suggestive than constructive, Beccaria was 
the first of the modern law reformers in point of time; 
and, if we judge solely by benefits conferred, he was by 
far the greatest of all. 

Paradoxical as it may seem, the fame of Beccaria has 
been dimmed of late years by the good fortune which 
crowned his labors. He does not survive, as does Charles 
Darwin, who, by first giving a definite form to theories 

y scientific and partly speculative, has linked his 
name with a controversy that will probably endure as 
jong as the origin of our race shall continue to be a sub- 
ject of dispute. Beccaria may rather be compared to 
John Harrison, the inventor of the chronometer, which 
he presented to the world in such a state of perfection 
that it was accepted at once; an invention that affords 
security to sailors on every sea, and that protects,in calm 
and in storm the vast marine commerce of the world, 
thus conferring incalculable blessings on millions of men, 
of whom not one perhaps of ten thousand ever heard his 
name. 

No one can understand the results of the teachings of 
Beccaria without acquainting himself with the legal and 
social systems that existed in his day and time; but the 
subject is so vast and painful that I cannot attempt to ex- 
plore it except in a cursory manner, without running the 
tisk of exhausting your patience. I must content myself 
by noting a very tew of the evils then existing. 

It may be considered as an accepted fact that acquired 
habits persisted in for several generations become to a 
greater or less extent hereditary, and that they will con- 


tinue until counteracted by other intiuences. This prin- 
ciple applies to man morally, intellectually and physically, 


and to the lower animals as well. It is not a discovery 
due to scientific research, but was well known in times 
remote, as was evident whenever men spoke of family 
traits and of ancestral vices and virtues, and is summed 
up in the biblical phrase that tells us that the sins of the 
fathers are visited upon the children to the third and 
fourth generation. 


It is only during the present century that humanitar- 
ian views have come to be generally received. Previous 
to that time continual wars and habits of oppression and 
brutality had well-nigh extinguished all sentiments of 
that kind; so that, except where men were bound together 
by ties of kinship or love or friendship, pity for the suf- 
ferings of others was rarely visible in the conduct of life. 
Had the result been otherwise, the rule that I have men- 
tiond as to the transmission of acquired qualities would 
have been completely disproved; for the cruel instincts 
of men have been most assiduously cultivated at the ex- 
pense of all other qualities for many centuries. Burke 
in the year 1756 computed the number of those slain in 
war from the earliest dawn of history down to that date 
at 3,500,000,000, which happens to be, as estimated, just 
two and a half times the present population of the globe. 
This takes no account of the maimed and wounded, of the 
sorrows of the survivors, of families broken up and re- 
duced to penury and want, of whole nations sold into 
slavery, of the two grim phantoms of famine and pesti- 
lence, faithful attendants on the chariot of the god of 
war, that, following in his footsteps, destroyed immense 
numbers of the remnant that he had spared. Nor does it 
take into account the general demoralization that war in- 
evitably produces. 

These interminable wars, which were all wicked and 
unjust on one side or the other, and often on both sides, 





serve to indicate unmistakably that indelible strain of in- 
sanity in our blood that is more conspicuous in the his- 
tory of nations than in the lives of individual men. This 
is generally referred to as the imperfections of human na- 
ture, but the term is too often mild. The lower animals 
have imperfections, but they do not lead to such terrible 
results. There is small consolation in reading of the ac- 
cumulated horrors of the past derived from this source, 
though they are now covered by the ashes of eternal 
silence. 

The early Romans were nota cruel people, even when 
judged by modern standards; but by reason of wars, both 
foreign and domestic, the national character was revolu- 
tionized until their descendants reached a degree of feroc- 
ity that at present only excites sentiments of horror and 
detestation. 

With the Romans war was the normal condition, and 
the government was a well-organized system of robbery 
and plunder. For 700 years the temple of Janus was only 
closed thrice, and then only for brief intervals. The glad- 
iatorial exhibitions sum up, though they do not exhaust, 
the catalogue of Roman cruelties. On the occasion of an 
unimportant victory the Emperor Trajan gave an exhibi- 
tion in which ten thousand gladiators engaged in the 
work oi mutual extermination for the amusement of the 
people of all classes and ranks. On such occasions ladies 
of the highest station gave the silent signal which con- 
signed the unskillful or unlucky combatants to instant 
death. Choice seats were reserved for the vestal virgins 
whose lives were consecrated to the service of the gods. 
These exhibitions were given in every considerable town 
and city throughout the vast dominions of Rome for 600 
years. We may judge of the number of the slain in these 
contests when we are told by Justyn Martyr that 80,000 
gladiators perished in the revolt of Spartacus. 

It was this feeling of insensibility to human suffering 
that constituted one of the principal legacies that dying 
Rome left to the petty nations that parceled out among 
themselves her immense domain, and which soon bet- 
tered the instruction they had received. 

The Middle Ages, beginning with the fall of the West- 
ern Empire, about the year 500, and extending to about 
the year 1500, may well be said to embrace about the 
darkest period of our race. Its history is little else than a 
narrative of incessant wars, tyranny unbridled, ignorance, 
superstition, persecution, murders, massacres and mis- 
rule. No doubt there were many good men and women 
in those days of crime and disorder, treading the narrow 
and unsafe path of duty with fidelity to the highest ideals 
that have been conceived; but they were not sufficiently 
numerous to give direction to public affairs, and their 
names, unstained by the prevailing guilt, have been 
omitted from the pages of history. Their influence may 
have survived to some extent, but their memory for the 
most part has perished. 

The close of that era was marked by the revival of 
learning; but when the new wine was put into the old 
bottles they burst, and social conditions, so far from show- 
ing any improvement, for a long time were worse than 
they were before. Nearly 300 years of turmoil and blood- 
shed were to ensue before the angry elements began to 
subside and more rational views of life could be serigusly 
entertained. In times comparatively modern Louis XIV. 
waged war in the spirit of Attila or Genghis Khan. He 
burned more than a hundred towns and cities in the Low 
Countries and made of the rich Palatinate a desert. 


I have said nothing about the thousand and one re- 
ligious persecutions, kindled and kept alive by fanatics 
who had conceived the strange fancy that they could 
people heaven by depopulating the earth, a delusion that 
filled the centuries with sorrow and lamentations. The 
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subject is so dark and uninviting that few care to dwell 
on it now; it is one of the nightmares of history that we 
are glad to forget. 

It was evident that a passion that was well-nigh uni- 
versal should invade the realms of literature and art. 
Dante, drawing aside the curtain that concealed the un- 
known future, regaled mankind with the spectacle of 
agonies that fortunately they were unable to inflict, but 
which art strove to fix on canvas and to perpetuate in 
marble. Descending to easier themes, sculptors and paint- 
ers filled the world with figures of saints expiring under 
every conceivable variety of martyrdom, and with start- 
ling pictures of the danses macabres, illustrating the ter- 
rible supremacy of death. The dignity of death itself was 
degraded. The mild and pensive genius of the inverted 
torch, as imaged by the Greeks, gave place to a grisly 
skeleton, armed with a scythe, grinning in mockery and 
derision at the terrors of his unwilling victims. 

In the eyes of men there was but one panacea for all 
social ills. To instruct the ignorant, to reclaim the err- 
ing, to subdue all unworthy passions, to enforce obedi- 
ence, recourse must be had to abject terror; terror, the 
all-sufficient philosopher’s stone that alone would trans- 
mute all base elements into gold. 


It was equally inevitable that the laws should be col- 
ored by the same influences. 

The laws must always refiect the chief characteristics 
of the people among whom they originate, or of the rul- 
ers by whom they are imposed. Accordingly we find that 

. the laws prevailing in Europe up to the middle of the 
eighteenth century abounded in provisions of the most 
extreme cruelty. 

Sir William Blackstone published the first volume of 
his commentaries in 1765, and in that work he tells us 
that there were then in England 160 offenses made pun- 
ishable with death by various acts of Parliament. It was 
a capital offense to steal anything of the value of a shil- 
ling, and many minor offenses were punished with equal 
severity. On the continent the average of capital offenses 
seems to have been something over 300; but what was 
perhaps worse was that generally no fixed penalties were 
prescribed, the matter of punishment being left to the 
judges, on the theory that the degree of guilt depended 
on the motive with which it was committed, and not on 
the harm inflicted on society; hence that punishments 
could not be classified. The judges usually availed them- 
selves of this wide latitude to resolve all doubt in favor 
of the State, and to impose heavy punishments according 
to the most approved ancient precedents. They were not 
really judges, as we understand the word. It was then 
thought that the judiciary was merely a branch of the 
executive department. The judges were the principal 
prosecutors of all accused persons brought before them; 
and after prosecuting them with extreme zeal the judges 
proceeded to pass on their fate, without changing, as they 
supposed, their attitude in the least. On the continent of 
Europe this system still prevails; and it is only in Eng- 
land and America that the rule obtains that an accused 
person shall not be bound to criminate himself. On the 
continent the judge still uses all of his skill to extort a 
confession, or to lead the accused into inconsistent state- 
ments which may tend to like results. This is what Ben- 
them called the inquisitorial method, as opposed to what 
he called the litigious method used in England. 

Judicial torture was not abolished in England until 
the reign of George IV.; but public sentiment, even in 
the time of James I., was largely opposed to it, as being 
in violation of the Magna Charta, and it fell into disuse in 
the reign of Queen Anne. But all over the continent, 
except in Sweden, where it had been abolished, torture 

formed a regular part of nearly every trial for aggravated 
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offenses until the latter years of tke eighteenth century 
and a considerable portion of the time of the judges was 
necessarily spent in the torture chambers, writing down 
the utterances of men and women in a state of delirium re. 
sulting from the infliction of the last drop of agony tha 
human ingenuity could extract. A physician was always 
present to indicate when dissolution was so imminent that 
there should be a temporary suspension of proceedings; 
but, in spite of this wise precaution, kindly death fre. 
quently put an end to the exercises. 

Nothing more horrible than one of these torture 
chambers can be conceived, and yet they were former} 
considered as absolutely essential to the stability of social 
and religious institutions. The mere sight of one, though 
long disused, inspired a modern poet to write one of the 
noblest sonnets in our language. 

There were two kinds of torture—the preliminary and 
the supplemental. The first was used before conviction 
to compel the prisoner to confess the offense with which 
he was charged, while the second was employed after con- 
viction to extort from him the names of his accomplices, 

In France, after the publication of Beccaria’s book, 
preliminary torture was abolished by Louis XVI.; and 
supplemental torture was afterward abolished during the 
Revolution. 

If by means of the preliminary torture anything like a 
confession could be obtained, the labor of the judges was 
at an end, though it was well known that in many in- 
stances prisoners subjected to prolonged and extreme 
torture had confessed to crimes that they had never com- 
mitted. Yet as the rack and the thumb screw had been 
recommended for ages as the most satisfactory test of 
guilt, the courts regarded confessions made voluntarily 
as being of but little value unless repeated by the prisoner 
when suffering under the most intense agony that the 
utmost refinement of art could devise. 


Peter the Great does not seem to have possessed much 
originality, but his imitative faculties were well-nigh un- 
paralleled. When he visited France in 1713, being de- 
sirous of transplanting into his own country all of the ap- 
pliances of civilization, he spent much of his time in the 
torture chambers in order to learn the various instru- 
ments used, and the most skillful manner of applying 
them, so as toachieve the best results. Acquiring a com- 
plete outfit of such implements, he carried them home 
with him and used them as models for the fabrication of 
many of like kinds. 

The unit of Peter’s system was a doubina, or big 
stick, which he laid on the shoulders of his familiars with 
a degree of prodigality and impartiality that showed that 
he possessed a soul that rose above all distinctions of 
rank, age or sex. But he soon established torture cham- 
bers that for perfection of equipment quite equalled those 
of more highly civilized communities. We read that he 
established fourteen torture chambers in a single village. 
Bound by no vulgar prejudices to one dull routine, he 
reveled in variety. Women, after torment, he buried 
alive, because he found that this method of punishment 
struck most terror to the female soul. It is curious to 
note that in his gentler moments he returned to ancestral 
methods, and cut off the heads of his victims with his own 
hands, an exercise in which he displayed unusual dex- 
terity. By prolonged and excessive torture he put his 
own son to death. 

Under the practice prevalent when Beccaria wrote, if 
the prisoner could not be forced to confess, witnesses 
were adduced. Hearsay evidence was admissible; and if 
two rumors affecting the prisoner’s supposed offense, or 
tending to prove any immoral act committed at any time 
during his whole life, could be traced to two different 
sources, they were equivalent to the testimony of one 
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eve-ewitness. Nothing was more common when one was 
on trial for his life, say for stealing, than for the prosecu- 
tion to introduce evidence by common rumor, or other- 
wise, that when a boy he had thrown stones at his grand- 
mother, or that at other times he had shown an evil dis- 

ition. Of course no one could be prepared to dis- 

ve all the charges, covering a whole lifetime, that idle 
gossip or malice might have suggested. And then there 
was a hideous maxim that had drifted down from the 
Middle Ages to the effect that where the crime charged 
was particularly atrocious, convictions might be had on 
slight evidence, or on mere suspicion. 

It will be seen that under these forlorn conditions 
there was but small hope for the prisoner, and that an in- 
quisitorial trial was very much like the ancient trial by 
ordeal, by which, if the accused person walked barefooted 
over red-hot plowshares without burning his feet, he was 
to stand acquitted; otherwise he should be condemned. 

The fact is that but few that were charged with of- 
fenses escaped from the clutches of the trial courts unless 
through the favor of some one in power. 

It is known that very many innocent persons were put 
to death under these forms, such results being the more 
common because all trials were conducted in secret and 
the accused was denied the benefit of counsel. 


We can judge of the fallibility of these proceedings by 
the numerous trials for witchcraft, a crime supposed to 
consist of personal interveiws with the devil, resulting in 
apromise by the witch to serve him faithfully, in return 
for which she received a gift of supernatural powers. 
There were such things as wizards, but this offense was 
thought to be confined mostly to women. Now, we know 
as well as we know anything that this supposed crime 
was in its very nature impossible; hence, that all those 
that were convicted of it were innocent of the offense with 
which they were charged. 

While witches were being hanged in Massachusetts 
they were being burned in England and Scotland; but the 
European continent was much more infested with them 
than England or America. 

Michelet tells us that 7,000 witches and wizards were 
burnt at Tréves; that at Geneva 500 were burnt in three 
nonths, 800 at Wurzburg, and 1,500 almost at once in 
Bamberg, and that among these were girls not more than 
eleven years old. In Toulouse and several cities of Spain 
the number was still greater. So desolating were these 
prosecutions that the Emperor, Ferdinand II. of Ger- 
many, who might have disputed the prize of cruelty with 
Nero and Caligula, felt bound to interpose some slight 
restraint, saying that, as things were going on, his do- 
minions would soon be depopulated. 

The delusion was worse than a pestilence. In Lor- 
faine one judge, named Remy, sent more than 800 
witches and wizards to the stake. He boasted that his 
judgment in such matters was so unerring that it often 
happened that persons who were arrested practically con- 
fessed their guilt by committing suicide. Though the 
oftense of witchcraft was purely imaginary, yet the trials 
did not at that time differ from other trials, and the same 
quantum of evidence was required to justify a conviction. 


Judgeships were put up and sold to the highest bid- 
der, and judges were notoriously unfit for their places. 
Early in the reign of Louis XIV. the minister, Colbert, 
Wishing to select from the various parliaments judges to 
form a special tribunal for the trial of Fouquet, wrote to 
the various prefects for their opinions of the judges with- 
in their departments. The reports which he received rep- 
fesented them as being almost universally ignorant, 
drunkards, debauchees and generally worthless. These 
tports are still preserved in the French archives. They 
hand down the names of the judges to an immortality far 





worse than oblivion. The reports are no doubt true; but 
caricature could hardly have done worse. 

The victims of the law that I mentioned are only a 
very few out of the many thousands that suffered in the 
same way, equally innocent. 

Besides these secret trials, there were other ways of 
disposing of obnoxious persons. One of these was by 
the issue of what were called in France lettres de cachet, 
by which, without any formulated charge, the victim was 
consigned to prison during the pleasure of the King, and 
the King’s pleasure often lasted for many years, or for 
the life of the prisoner. In the reign of Louis XV. a man 
was found in the Bastile who had been confined there 
for thirty-five years. He had never known why he had 
been imprisoned, and no one else knew. Under the cir- 
cumstances, it was thought best to discharge him; but 
when he had taken a look at the outside world he begged 
thar he might be allowed to return to his familiar cell, 
and his request was granted. 

For very petty offenses, many of them not now con- 
demned by law, there were various punishments, many 
of which were more to be dreaded than death. Thou- 
sands of convicts were annually sent to the galleys, where, 
curing working hours, except in very inclement weather, 
they were chained to the shuddering oar without any ves- 
tige of clothing. Their food was poor and insufficient. 
The result was that the death rate was something fright- 
ful; and the exceptionally strong who survived the ordeal 
were frequently kept in chains for ten to fifteen years 
after their term had expired. 

I need not notice the foul and overcrowded prisons 
for debtors that abounded everywhere. 

The terrible punishments denounced by law had the 
efiect to defeat the ends which the law was intended to 
accomplish. If one had committed some slight offense 
punishable with death, he had nothing left but to join 
some troop of brigands, in which he would take his 
chances in a permanent war on society. Thus it was that 
crime constantly increased, though bodies of supposed 
malefactors were always swinging on the gallows as a 
warning to evildoers. To meet the rising tide of crime, 
death was clothed with additional terrors, and convicts 
were burnt at the stake, broken on the wheel, or hung, 
drawn and quartered, having been previously whipped 
from the jail to the gibbet. In France and various other 
countries the tongue of the convict in certain cases was 
cut out before he headed the procession to the gallows. 
But nothing did any good; crimes continued to increase, 
and the hangman was everywhere busy. 

I have perhaps said enough to show the wretched 
condition of the criminal laws throughout Europe up to 
the last half of the eighteenth century. Owing to the 
greater amount of liberty enjoyed in England and the in- 
stitution of trial by jury, the laws were generally, but not 
always, enforced with considerable impartiality; but not 
so on the continent; the rich and powerful despised them, 
and treated them with ill-concealed contempt, while the 
law operated on the poor and the weak, and often on the 
imnocent, with the utmost severity. 

Czsar Bonesano, Marquis of Beccaria, the son of a 
noble but impoverished family, was born at Milan in 1735. 
Soon after attaining his majority he published a work on 
the subject of the debased condition of the Italian coins 
that attracted general attention in his native country. 

In 1764 he had, at the age of twenty-nine, completed 
his celebrated book on “Crimes and Punishments.” Hav- 
ing shown it to some of his friends, they advised him not 
to publish it, because it contained sentiments that might 
bring him into collision with the government, and might 
subject him to the punishments denounced by the inqui- 
sition, which was then unshorn of its powers. Beccaria 
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himself had very serious misgivings on the subject; but 
Count Veri, his most intimate friend, urged on him that 
the work should be published from a sacred sense of duty. 
Accordingly it came out in the year last mentioned. Its 
success was instantaneous and almost unparalleled. It 
went through three editions in the course of a few months, 
and in a short time was translated into all the languages 
of Europe, including modern Greek, a language then al- 
most unknown, Greece being at that time an obscure 
province of Turkey. Catherine II. of Russia was so 
much pleased with it that she caused it to be printed as a 
_ part of her code. 

Nevertheless, there were not a few in Italy that as- 
serted that the author had expressed seditious sentiments 
fur which he ought to be dealt with promptly and severe- 
lv, as a punishment for the offense and as a warning to 
all evil-disposed persons in like case. From this unpleas- 
ant contingency Beccaria was saved by Firmiani, who 
was then the Austrian Governor of the Milanese and who 
seems to have heen a man of intelligence and worth. 


The book made a great stir everywhere, but more 
especially in Paris, which was then the centre of literary 
culture. But before speaking of its critics, I will notice 
the work itself. It forms only a small volume that any- 
one can read through easily in two or three hours. Most 
of its propositions seem to-day to be no more than tru- 
isms, but they were startling enough when first brought 
to light. 

In*his introduction the author says: “In defending 
the rights of humanity and of eternal truth, if I might aid 
in saving from death some of the trembling victims of 
tyranny, or of ignorance, which is equally fatal, the bene- 
dictions and tears of a single innocent person restored to 
joy and liberty would console me for the contempt of the 
rest of mankind.” 

He began his treatise by saying that the advantages of 
society should be equally distributed among all of its 
members, a sentiment which he repeats in a form which 
has now become an aphorism: “The object of govern- 
ment should be the greatest possible good to the greatest 
number.” 

The following is submitted as a brief summary of the 
reformation that Beccaria recommended. 


The laws (generally written in Latin at that time) 
should be written in the vulgar tongue, so that they may 
easily be understood by the people. Every offense 
should be rigidly defined, and a punishment strictly pro- 
portioned to its magnitude should be prescribed with the 
greatest precision possible, so that the least possible dis- 
cretion should be left to the judge. 

The efficiency of punishment depends more on its cer- 
tainty than on its severity. If laws are well defined and 
properly executed, each citizen will know the conse- 
quence of a criminal act, and the innocent will feel secure 
in the enjoyment of life, liberty and property. The press 
should be free, so that men may have the benefit of free 
discussion and be able to form reasonable and correct 
opinions. (It is, perhaps, needless to say that at that time 
the press everywhere, save in England, was under a strict 
censorship). 

Judges should be assisted by laymen chosen by lot in 
all criminal trials. All trials should be public. Women 
should be allowed to testify as witnesses the same as men. 
(They were generally excluded from the witness stand 
in Italy at that time). Defects of moral character should 
not exclude a witness, but should only go to his credi- 
bility. 

To justify conviction the evidence should be free from 
doubt, more especially where the offense charged consists 
‘wholly or in part of spoken words, such words being often 
wrongly reported, while their meaning depends largely 
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on tones and gestures that cannot be reproduced in the 
courtroom. 

No one should be bound to criminate himself, Tor. 
ture, which condemns the feeble and exonerates the rp. 
bust, should be abolished. 

Capital punishment should be superseded by impris. 
onment at hard labor for periods proportioned to the of. 
fense. No punishment should exceed what is needful to 
deter men from crime. Confiscation of property (then al. 
most universal in cases of conviction) should be abol. 
ished, because it inflicts punishment on the innocent fam. 
ily of the offender. The time of imprisonment before trig) 
should be as short as may be compatible with a full and 
fair trial. If the accused is guilty, promptness of punish. 
ment renders the law more efficient; if innocent, he should 
be restored to liberty at the earliest possible moment. 

Offers of rewards for accused persons, dead or alive 
(then very common) should be forbidden . Duellin 
should be prohibited, and it should be known that the law 
is the arbiter of disputes. Smuggling (then punishable 
with death) should not be punished capitally. The gov. 
ernment could lessen the violations of the law in this re- 
spect by lowering the duties. 

Towns and cities should be lighted at the public ex- 
pense, as crime would thereby be much diminished. 

Punishment of suicide (then inflicted by burial of the 
body of the offender with a stake driven through it at 
midnight at a cross roads, and by confiscation of property) 
should be abolished as it only falls on the innocent. Laws 
against emigration should be repealed, as being an un- 
reasonable restraint on personal liberty. 

The law should never undertake to control men’s opin- 
ions, or to punish criminally mere breaches of morals. 
“To attempt,” said the author, “to subect a multitude of 
intelligent beings to the invariable regularity of inanimate 
machinery, is to indulge in a false notion of utility.” 
Liberty and law should march hand in hand. 

No confession should be admitted in evidence unless 
voluntarily made. Judges should not act as prosecutors; 
but shot:id be impartial between the State and the defend- 
ant. The law should disregard all distinctions of rank 
and station. 

The author closed with these words: 


“If punishment is not to be a mere act of violence on 
the part of one person or more, it should be public, prompt, 
necessary, as mild as possible, proportioned to the offense, 
and fixed by the laws.” 

Such is the substance of this little book which was 
written in a modest style that did not invite controversy. 
The author prudently avoided comparisons, or criticisms 
of existing institutions. He only said: “Such is the sad 
condition of the human mind that we have a better know!- 
edge of the revolutions of the heavenly bodies than of 
moral truths that lie very near us, and which are int 
mately connected with our happiness. Truths that con- 
cern us most are uncertain, encircled with darkness, and 
adrift on the whirlpool of our passions.” 

The book was certainly received with general favor; 
but not with universal approval. It was promptly con- 
demned by the inquisition in Venice. 

A monk named Corfri, living in a monastery in Val- 
lombrosa, published a book in which he hurled at Beccaria 
all the anathemas that had accumulated in the arsenals of 
theological controversy for centuries. He said that Bec- 
caria had distilled a gall of unexampled bitterness ; that to 
shameful contradictions he had added secret and per 
fidious traits of hypocrisy; that his book was horrible, 
venomous, licentious, impious, infamous, filled with im 
pudent blasphemies, insolent ironies, indecent pleasantri¢s, 
dangerous subtleties, scandalous railleries, and outrageous 
slanders. 
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This good monk had no doubt of the punishment that 
ria deserved, or of the final destruction by which he 
yould be overtaken. On these subjects his notions had 
all of that definiteness that Beccaria desired that the laws 
should assume. 

At that time Linguet and Brissot, two of the future 
leaders of the Girondists, were writing on different news- 

rs in Paris. ‘They had formerly been on the staff of 
Freron, the well known editor of a Parisian periodical, 
where they had quarreled bitterly ; a quarrel that was de- 
fnitely ended when they were both guillotined during the 
Reign of Terror. 

Linguet, who was an obscurant of the most pro- 
nounced type, wrote a review in which he denounced 
Beccaria’s book with the utmost vehemence, and in which 
he told various lies about the author. Brissot wrote a re- 
yiew in which he highly eulogized the work on “Crimes 
and Punishments,” concluding by saying that the author 
had secured an additional triumph by reason of the cen- 
sure of Linguet. 

Perhaps the most extraordinary production called 
forth was from one Vouglans, who had formerly been one 
of the judges of the Parliament Maupeou. He and his 
fellows having been turned out to grass by Louis XVL., 
he found time to write two folio volumes in denunciation 
of Beccaria; in which he urged that the reason there was 
somuch crime was that the laws were not severe enough, 
and that many crimes were not made punishable by law 
at all. 

The work on “Crimes and Punishments” undoubtedly 
hastened the step of the French Revolution. It was the 
text-book of its principal leaders. By sending a searching 
ray of light into the dark recesses of the criminal law it 
showed the folly and injustice of most of the existing in- 
stitutions: and excited in France a spirit of general 
revolt. ; 

The victory of Beccaria has become complete. The 
principles that he announced are now embodied in every 
criminal code in Christendom ; and they have even pene- 
trated the distant Orient. Japan years ago adopted a 
criminal code based on his views. 

Immanuel Kant, who was profound often even to ob- 
scurity, reproached Beccaria for leaning too much to hu- 
manitarianism. 

Reccaria was no doubt a humanitarian, if that is good 
ground for censure; but he was not a sentimentalist, like 
Rousseau, who believed, or affected to believe, that all men 
would be good and happy if all laws were repealed. He 
stood for reasonable laws, rigidly enforced ; and he depre- 
cated the injudicious use of the pardoning power as tend- 
ing to bring the law into contempt. His book may not 
seem very profound as compared with studies in juris- 
prudence that have since appeared. He labored for prac- 
tical results, and not to show his learning. It is the old 
story of Columbus and the egg. Anyone could stand the 
egg on end after Columbus had shown him how to do it. 
If Beccaria was not a great man he accomplished great re- 
sults. Generations of able jurists had lived before him 
without seeing anything objectionable in the barbarous 
codes existing in their day. Men are the slaves of cus- 
tom, and are apt to overlook the faults and incongruities 
of institutions that have always been unchallenged, and 
that have become venerable by reason of their antiquity. 
There are no doubt many corporals in our. army 
who, if furnished with modern appliances of 
warfare, could capture another Tyre in less time 
than it took Alexander; but it does not follow that 
they are greater than Alexander. It may be that Beccaria 
was not profound; but he was a thoroughly sane man, 
with that rare kind of common sense, possessed by men 





like Washington, which easily adjusts itself to great sub- 
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jects. As a literary man, he could not compare with his 
grandson Manzoni, the poet, and the author of the only 
classic novel that Italy has produced ; but the world could 
better have done without “The Betrothed” than to have 
done without the treatise on “Crimes and Punishments.” 

It does indeed seem not improbable that Beccaria 
sought to do good rather than to acquire fame. We may 
underestimate his abilities ; but it would be hard to over- 
estimate the value of the work which he accomplished. 

If a shining angel had appeared in his chamber at 
night, and had shown him a book of gold, containing the 
names of all the great ones of the earth, and had told him 
that his own was not enrolled therein, Beccaria might have 

* spoke more low, 
But cheerly still; and said, I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one that loves his fellow-men.” 
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DOMAIN OF THE WRITTEN LAW. 


By Isaac Franklin Russell, LL. D., D. C. L. 
Professor of Law in New York University. 


(An address delivered before the Department of 
Jurisprudence of the American Social Science Associa- 
tion at Washington, D. C., on May 11th, 1900.) 


The end of the century witnesses the expanding do- 
main of the written law. The delegates to the Peace 
Conference at The Hague have reported in the shape of a 
treaty what really amounts to a code establishing a judi- 
cial procedure in cases of international difference, which 
has been accepted and ratified by all the nations there 
represented; the German Empire has put into operation 
a national code of private jurisprudence; the friends of 
the Negotiable Instruments Law have secured its enact- 
ment in fifteen States of the Union, and in the District 
of Columbia; while the Statutory Revision Commission 
in New York has this year reported at once, as the result 
of its labors, no less than eleven codes for enactment by 
the Legislature of that State. 

In all ages of iegal history we note the sanctity that 
surrounds written texts. The lex scripta has had an un- 
limited field. The perfect codes of Oriental fable and 
antiquity, like the mysterious and modern book of Mor- 
mon, were written by an unseen and heavenly hand. 
Archaic jurisprudence is generally written and generally 
codified as well; and, in spite of theories to the contrary, 
the forces that make for progress have not been stayed 
by laws cast in stereotype. If we are to credit Sir Henry 
Maine, the motives of the author of the Forged Decretals 
are revealed in the popular reverence for written law. 
The opponents of codification can find comfort -in the 
thought that these false decretals, representing as they 
did and must have done, the prevailing sentiment in 
Christendom, had no need of regular enactment to sup- 
port and vindicate their authority. 

The privilegium, or statute applicable in a particular 
instance, has never ceased to operate in the evolution 
of law. Roman courts were successively established as 
definite needs for new jurisdiction appeared and crimes 
unpunished called for new avengers. Bills of attainder 
and of pains and penalties awarded English justice 
through legislative act to particular offenders who could 
not be reached by the ordinary judicial processes. And 
to-day a vast mass of legislative acts is temporary or 
administrative, or, perhaps, hides some dark design of 
politicians to seize power or patronage. Amendments to 
codes of procedure generally spring from the necessities 
of individual litigants; the ambition of one bright girl 
may open the door to all women for admission to the 














































394 


2Ak AMERICAN LAWYER. 








bar; and the romance of one lover may prompt the pas- 
sage of an act allowing a defendant divorced for his own 
wrong to marry after five years of éxemplary conduct. 
Legislative bodies, like the British Parliament, have been 
courts as well (sometimes even in name, as in Massachu- 
setts and Connecticut) granting divorces, dispensing a 
rude and discretionary justice, exercising general equit- 
able jurisdiction, and, perhaps, having exclusive compe- 
tence over an application to move the town pump. The 
present tendencies of courts to sustain special legislation, 
notwithstanding constitutional inhibition, are alarming to 
many jurists of ability. 

The perfection of law is an idle dream of theorists. 
Did such a perfect code exist, where could it be enforced ? 
What community would adopt it? The Mosaic enact- 
ments complacently recognize slavery and polygamy, and 
allow a husband to repudiate his wife for any cause that 
renders her distasteful to him, graciously permitting him 
to write the bill of divorcement himself, and put her away, 
without invoking the aid of any court or magistrate. 
How can the pentateuchal jurisprudence be rationally in- 
terpreted, as the original of justice divinely revealed, writ 
for all time, or shall we agree with him who spoke of 
Moses, saying: “For the hardness of your heart he 
wrote this commandment”? 

And yet how important is the moral element in law! 
The precepts of the law, says Justinian, are these: to live 
honorably, not to injure one’s neighbor, and to give every 
man his due. God is in the American Constitution while 
the preamble continues to declare that the organic law 
was ordained to establish justice. The noble theme of 
Blackstone, the common law of England, is the rule com- 
manding what is right and prohibiting what is wrong. 
Hooker finds the seat of law in the bosom of God. 
Montesquieu boldly says, “La Divinite a ses lois.” This 
indeed is the loftiest conception of the human mind—the 
mystery of our modern faith, that God himself is bound 
by law, the law of perfect righteousness. The sceptic, 
even, is not far away from us when he sees in the order 
of the universe the dominion of Him who spake and 
it was done, who commanded and it stood fast. In this 
sense, law is not a thing discovered or created by man; 
it is rather eternal like the throne of God, whose pillars 
are truth and justice. The true law-maker, says Mr. 
James C. Carter, is “a seeker among divine sources for 
pre-existing truth.” 

The perfection of law consists in its adaptation to 
the needs of the society to which it is addressed. If that 
society be progressive and self-developing, its law must 
be elastic, expanding to meet new conditions, or it will 
cease to be the handmaid of commerce and civilization, 
but will, on the contrary, hamper the progress of the 
race. 

The law merchant best illustrates this proposition. 
The law merchant is not a finished book, closed and 
sealed. It is rather a body of mercantile usage, enacted 
by the trader and banker in the markets and exchanges 
of the world, and even now in process of change and 
evolution. It has been said of the new German imperial 
code that it was enacted by the merchant. So we may 
say of the present English Bill of Exchange Act that, 
in form parliamentary, in substance it is the usage of 
the mercantile community, sanctioned by experience. It 
was doubtless the Earl of Mansfield who gave substance 
and symmetry to the English law of negotiable paper 
through the long period of his chief-justiceship by con- 
stant and progressive adjudication. His method gave no 
place to scholastic pedantry, arbitrary dictation or spec- 
ulative innovation. His practice was to seek out the 
leading merchants of London and ascertain their views 
and become familiar with their customs. For this pur- 
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nose he visited their counting-houses and invited them t) 
dine at his home. Just as the English merchant promp. 
ed the great Chief Justice in the rendering of his ; 
ments on commercial questions, so the English merchan, 
was again summoned twenty years ago, nominally ang 
actually, to the great task of framing a statute that shoul 
embody the usages of trade in the matter of negotiahj. 
instruments. 

Centuries of enactments and adjudications have mag, 
the literature of the law oppressive in its very physica] 
massiveness. Thousands of special acts make it a yaip 
task to master or even read the output of Congress ang 
the various State legislatures; no one attempts it except 
under the stimulus of a fee. Some relief has been ob. 
tained by constitutional changes calling for biennial ses. 
sions. It is the same thing with adjudications. The 
multiplication of reports, now numbering tens of thoy. 
sands of volumes, distresses and bewilders the profes. 
sion. Lawyers call aloud for some principles by which 
this mass of learning can be generalized and made fg. 
miliar and available. Philosophic jurisprudence may ex. 
hibit the truths of legal analysis; historical studies may 
show the influence of race-life on national systems of 
legislation ; horn-books and elementary treatises may as- 
sist the beginner to take a panoramic view of law; digests 
and tables of cases may guide the advocate in the prep 
aration of his brief through the labyrinths of enactments 
and adjudications, but actual law remains unknown ex- 
cept to the skilled jurist. Mr. Justice Stephen says that 
“the only thing which prevents English people from see- 
ing that law is really one of the most interesting and 
instructing studies in the world is that English lawyers 
have thrown it into a shape which can only be described 
as studiously repulsive.” 

Relief sought through enlarging the domain of the 
written law is a vulgar rather than a scientific concep- 
tion. It is allied to the fallacy that legislation is an 
appropriate and efficient remedy for social ills. The 
theories of an omnipotent Parliament, a benignant pater- 
nalism and a perfect jurisprudence have given encourage- 
ment to this error. The arguments against a code have 
often taken the shape of the Moslem’s reasoning that 
books announcing the truths of the Koran are unneces- 
sary, and books contradicting that holy writ are heretical. 
Still, Sir Frederick Pollock and other stout champions 
of the code urge that the opportunity should be made 
available through an authentic codification to get rid of 
small absurdities, and remove existing occasions of diffi- 
culty which are passed over or evaded by the courts, but 
which a comprehensive code would have to settle. 

The distinction between statutory revision and codi- 
fication is not always clearly made. Many chapters of 
the New York Revised Statutes are almost ideal codes. 
The diminutive idea is found in the etymology of the 
word code; but familiarity with the mammoth propor- 
tions of so-called codes has practically obscured this 
thought. The task of revision is “to reduce statute law 
into a narrow compass ;” while the purpose of the codifier 
seems to be “to exhibit in compendious and accessible 
form the law as embodied in judicial decisions,” or to 
effect “the conversion of unwritten into written law,” thus 
“arranging the law in a concise and orderly form, as im 
a digest.” Some bold attempts have been made, as in the 
case of the Field Civil Code, to extend the dominion of 
the statute over the whole territory of private law, in the 
interest of certainty, precision and definiteness, orderly 
arrangement, a form adapted to wide promulgation, and 
a prospective operation instead of a retroactive effect. 

The bitterest opponents of codification admit that 2 
large part of human affairs should be admitted to the 
dominion of written rules. The ground conceded by each 
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of them severally will altogether include the whole field 

of law, public and private, civil and criminal, substantive 

and adjective. The organic law of our nation and of 

every one of the several States is a written law. How 

wonderfully has our public constitutional law developed, 

notwithstanding the written instrument and its fifteen 

amendments! What amendment was needed when 

Louisiana was to be purchased, slaves to be emancipated 

py Presidential proclamation, greenbacks to be issued as 

legal tender, the electoral college to be reduced to a soul- 

less recording instrument, the third term declared against, 

and an expanding empire developed? Who is bold 

enough to urge that our national destinies have not been 

rapidly advanced in spite of the unyielding letter of our 
written constitution ? Is even Britain less constrained 

by constitutional limitations than we? Mr. John Norton 

Pomeroy, an unrelenting foe of the codifier, will not ad- 

mit the wisdom of written political constitutions. But is 

not our Constitution in reality unwritten and self-develop- 

ing, as Dr. Christopher G. Tiedeman and other jurists 

taught us? 

wwe. Vossen C. Carter, to whom we of the New York 
bar cheerfully concede the leadership of the profession, 
has written most instructively on the province of the 
written law, which includes with great propriety, accord- 
ing to that eminent jurist, the law of crimes and their 
punishment. His argument is that certainty results from 
the written law, while justice follows the law of judicial 
decision. Further, he contends that codes are the work 
of despots, while the unwritten law is the outgrowth of 
popular institutions. When law is written, says Mr. 
Carter, it is certain and no question of justice can arise; 
and it often happens that the advantage of justice at the 
expense of certainty is the greater, particularly because 
there is always in a progressive society an advancing 
standard of justice. 

But courts of high authority have sometimes refused 
to apply the certain and distinct rules of the statute in 
instances within the very letter of the penal code. For 
example, Holy Trinity Church in the City of New York 
engaged the services of the Rev. Dr. E. Walpole Warren, 
an eminent English divine, as rector, by stipulating in 
advance of his arrival in New York to reward him with 
an appropriate salary. This was clearly in contravention 
of the Federal statute making it a penal offense to intro- 
duce into the United States any person under contract 
for the rendering of work, labor and services. A con- 
viction was had under this statute and the church cor- 
poration was fined one thousand dollars. When the case 
reached the United States Supreme Court on appeal, a 
reversal was ordered on the broad ground that the statute 
was passed to exclude common laborers and not gentle- 
men and scholars of the type of Dr. Warren, and on the 
further ground that Christianity, of which the rector was 
a faithful minister, is a part of the common law. Holy 
Trinity Church v. United States, 143 U. S., 457. 

Another grand division of legal doctrine, generally 
admitted to be appropriately within the bounds of the lex 
scripta, is procedure, or the rules regulating practice and 
remedy in the courts; though here, perhaps, we find an 
illustration of the widest application of the principle of 
codification with results the least satisfactory. The dif- 
ference between written rules of practice coming from 
the legislature on the one hand, and similar written rules 
formulated by judges of courts, on the other hand, may 
not seem to the layman to be very great or important. 
But harsh and unyielding rules of legislative enactment 
may work great injustice on account of their rigidity, 
whereas a greater elasticity distinguishes a practice en- 
tirely under the control of judges presiding in the courts. 
Mr. Carter classifies partnership, corporations, bills 





and notes, domestic relations, real property with its own- 
ership and transfer, and personal property, as clearly 
within the domain of the unwritten law. But within the 
last five years successful efforts have been made at codify- 
ing the law under each of these grand divisions in the 
State of New York. While no department of mercantile 
law has been actually developed by legislative interven- 
tion, codes, not aiming at innovation, but simply adding 
legislative authority to the product of adjudication, have 
been found valuable in promoting uniformity throughout 
different jurisdictions in a commerce that is continental 
or world-wide. Strange to say, however, uniformity of 
legal rules, which all desire, is sought by some through 
codification, and by others by opposing codification. 

It is true enough that law is a science depending on 
the observation of facts and not a contrivance invented by 
legislation. There is an important distinction between 
discovering rules of justice and formulating them. We 
can think only in words; or at least, whatever we know 
we can express in words, or some one can express in 
words. Language is an imperfect vehicle of expression, 
it is true, and words, used in many a fine shade of mean- 
ing, run fast to become vague and obsolete. Why should 
not all law be written? But who can write it? A legis- 
lature, it has been said, can no more make a code than 
it can paint a picture. The Roman praetor, an ambitious 
politician, judge for one year, and on:the road to the 
higher honors of the consulate, was also incompetent to 
take the initiative in such a grave work. Nor can any 
help come from the leaders of the bar, whose all-absorbing 
practice does not afford the leisure necessary for high 
attainment in the scientific knowledge of the law. The 
trained jurist is the product of a life study of legal prin- 
ciples. The professors of law in academic institutions of 
high grade ought indeed to be masters of the science to 
the cultivation of which they have devoted their lives; 
but these men, at least on this side of the Atlantic, in- 
stead of drafting codes, are busily engaged in historical 
studies, marking the epochs when leading rules of the 
unwritten law were announced, and making collections 
of cases to illustrate the evolution of law through adjudi- 
cation. To frame a civil code embodying the whole of 
our private jurisprudence, special masters of each branch 
of the law should be needed, many years of hard labor 
would have to be spent, and the cost, according to Mr. 
Carter, should be at least one million dollars. 

Case-law is necessarily incomplete. It furnishes partic- 
ular instances and concrete analogies, but does not lay 
down general propositions outside the limits determined 
by the precise facts in the controversy at bar. An adjudi- 
cation may involve the decision of future cases exactly 
like it, if, indeed, any can arise without presenting im- 
portant points for distinguishment. But uncertainty will 
always result from the conflicting decisions of co-ordinate 
tribunals which may stand, side by side, for many years. 








BANKS—SPECIAL DEPOSIT. 


One who leaves city bonds with a bank as special de- 
posit does not lose the title to or ownership of the bonds. 
The fact that the bank collected the coupons and sent the 
proceeds to the owner does not impair the owner’s title 
to the bonds. The bank is the agent of the city for the 
purpose of paying the interest and also the principal when 
the money is deposited by the city for that purpose. Gib- 
son v. City of Erie (Pa.), 46 Atl. roz. 





WITHOUT ELECTION. 


A stockholder of.a corporation who has never been 
elected as a director cannot lawfully participate in a 
directors’ meeting, and of course cannot act as president 
of the board. Benson v. Keller (Ore.), 60 Pac. 918. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


INJUNCTION BY FEDERAL COURT AGAINST 
PROCEEDINGS IN STATE TRIBUNAL— 
WHEN TO BE GRANTED. 


Rodgers v. Pitt et. al. (U. S. Circuit Court of Nevada, 
decided Sept. 18, 1899.) 


Suit was brought in a State court by certain property owners for the 
purpose of establishing water rights in a ditch owned in common. No 
proceedings were had beyond service of complaint and answer. Some years 
after certain of the plaintiffs transferred to the complai t in this ac- 
tion all their interest, both in the lands in question and the water 
rights. The grantee, being a citizen of another State, brought suit in 
this court to establish the water rights, end applied for an injunction 
to restrain proceedings in the State courts. Held: That he had his 
election to continue the suit in the State court, either in the name of his 
grantors, or as substituted plaintiff, or he could have commenced new 
proceedings; that having elected to do the latter, and the Federal court, 
now being the only court having full -jurisdiction of parties and subject- 
matter, it was entitled to retain such jurisdiction and to protect it by 
injunction. 


Rodgers, Patterson & Slack and A. E. Cheney, for 
complainant. 


R. R. Bigelow and J. W. Dorsey, for defendants Pitt 
and Hauskins. 


HAWLEY, District Judge. The questions presented for de- 
cision herein arise upon the presentation of a petition on be- 
half of the complainant for a writ of injunction against the 
defendants, their attorneys and agents, enjoining them from 
prosecuting or conducting any further proceedings in a cer- 
tain suit now pending in the District Court of Humboldt Coun- 
ty, Nev., entitled “J. H. Thies, P. N. Marker and H. C. Marker, 
Plaintiffs, v. W. C. Pitt, J. T. Hauskins and L. L. Downs, De- 
fendants.” The material facts presented in the petition may 
be briefly stated, in their chronological order, as follows: On 
Nov. 30, 1892, there was filed in the State Court a complaint in 
a suit wherein J. H. Thies, P. N. Marker and H. C. Marker 
were plaintiffs, and W. C. Pitt, J. T. Hauskins and L. L. Downs 
were defendants, praying for a decree adjudging to the plain- 
tiffs therein the first and unrestricted right to the use of the 
flow of the waters of the Humboldt River, 404 cubic feet per 
second, for the purpose of irrigating the lands of the plaintiffs, 
the watering of their stock, and for their domestic purposes, 
etc. On March 7, 1893, the defendants, Pitt and Hauskins, filed 
their answer, denying many of the averments in said com- 
plaint, and, among other things, alleged that the plaintiffs 
were jointly entitled, as prior appropriators, to the use of only 
435 inches of water, as against the defendants. No injunction 
was ever issued in said suit. No trial of the case was ever had. 
No proceedings were ever taken after the filing of the answer 
until July, 1898, as hereinafter mentioned. On Nov. 13, 1895, 
complainant, Arthur Rodgers, acquired the interests and be- 
came the owner of all the lands, water and water rights there- 
tofore belonging to, and owned by, the said P. N. Marker and 
H. C. Marker, mentioned and described in the suit commenced 

- in the State Court. On May 2, 1898, Arthur Rodgers filed in this 
court his bill of complaint against W. C. Pitt and the other de- 
fendants herein mentioned, wherein he prayed that the claim 
of said defendants to have, divert or use the waters of the 
Humboldt River be adjudged and decreed to be invalid as 
against him, and that their rights thereto be adjudged and de- 
creed subordinate and inferior to his rights to have and use the 
quantity of water mentioned in the bill, whenever the same is 
necessary for the irrigation of his land, and for watering his 
stock, and for his domestic use. Upon proceedings regularly 
had therein, this court issued a temporary injunction restrain- 
ing the defendants, and each of them, from diverting, or in 
any manner using, the waters of Humboldt River, so as to pre- 
vent 3,500 inches thereof, measured under a 4-inch pressure, 
from flowing in the bed of the river to the head of the com- 
plainant’s ditch during the irrigating season. 89 Fed. 420, 424. 
This cause is still pending, and the injunction is still in full 
force and effect. The defendants, W. C. Pitt and J. T. Haus- 
kins, are the same persons as were the defendants in the suit 
in the State Court. The lands, water and water rights men- 
tioned and described in the complaint in the State Court are 
the same as described and mentioned in the bill of complaint 
filed in this court. The parties to the respective suits are not 
identical. On July 16, 1898, the defendants moved the State 
Court for leave to file an amended answer in the suit therein 
pending, and were by the court allowed so to do. This is desig- 
nated as an “amended answer,” and “amended and supple- 
mentary answer.” In this answer defendants in the suit pe- 
titioned the court for affirmative relief therein against the com- 
plainant, Rodgers, and against J. H. Thies and L. M. n- 
ter, who were co-tenants with complainant in a ditch which 
supplied him and them with water to irrigate their respective 
lands from Humboldt River, and this part of the pleadings is 
variously designated as a “counter claim,” the “cross com- 
plaint,” and a “cross bill.” Complainant was thereafter duly 
served with process from the State Court, and divers prelimi- 
nary motions and proceedings have been taken therein. 

The defendants interposed a demurrer to complainant’s pe- 
tition, upon the ground that the petition does not state facts 
sufficient to entitle him to the injunction or to any relief. Is 
this demurrer well taken? The general rule is well settled 
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that, where different courts have concurrent jurisdiction the 
court which first acquires jurisdiction of the parties, the ‘sub. 
ject matter, the specific thing, or the property in controve 

is entitled to retain the jurisdiction to the end of the litign: ; 
tion, without interference by any other court. This rule js e. 
portant to the exercise of jurisdiction by the courts wh, 
powers are liable to be exerted within the same spheres and 
over the same subjects and parties. There is but one saf 
road for all the courts to follow. By adhering to this rule the 
comity of the courts, national and State, is maintained. the 
rights of the respective parties preserved and the ends of jus- 
tice secured, and all unnecessary conflicts avoided. Any other 
rule would be liable at any time to lead to confusion, if not 
open collision, between the courts, which might bring about in. 
jurious and calamitous results. This rule is elementary lay 
and a citation of all the authorities in its support would be 
endless and useless. The following cases, among numeroyg 
others, have been examined: Bell v. Trust Co., 1 Biss, 260 
Fed. Cas. No. 1,260; Gaylord v. Railroad Co., 6 Biss. 286, 993 
Fed. Cas. No, 5,284; Union Trust Co. v. Rockford, R. I. & St. L 
R. Co., 6 Biss. 197, Fed. Cas. No. 14,401; Union Mut. Life Ing 
Co. v. University of Chicago, 6 Fed. 443, 447; Owens v. Railroad 
Co., 20 Fed. 10; Judd v. Bankers’ & Merchants’ Tel. Co., 31 Fed, 
182; Sharon v. Terry, 36 Fed. 337, 359; Gates v. Bucki, 4 C. Cc, 4 
116, 53 Fed. 961, 966; Reinach v. Railroad Co., 58 Fed. 33, 4: 
Wadley v. Blount, 65 Fed. 667, 674; Cohen v. Solomon, 66 Fed. 
411, 413, 414; Hatch v. Bancroft-Thompson Co., 67 Fed. 802, 997. 
Foiey v. Hartley, 72 Fed. 570, 573; State Trust Co. v. National 
Land Imp. & Mfg. Co., Id. 575; In re Hall & Stilson Co., 73 Feq 
527; Gamble v. City of San Diego, 79 Fed. 487, 500; Atlantic 
Trust Co. v. Woodbridge Canal & Irrigation Co., Id. 501; Zim- 
merman v. So Relle, 25 C. C. A. 518, 80 Fed. 417, 420; In re Foley 
80 Fed. 949, 951; Thorpe v. Sampson, 84 Fed. 63, 66; Smith v. 
Mclver, 9 Wheat. 532, 535; Hagan v. Lucas, 10 Pet. 400; Peck y 
Jenness, 7 How. 612, 625; Taylor v. Carryl, 20 How. 583, 59: 
Freeman v. Howe, 24 How. 450, 457; Riggs v. Johnson Co., 6 
Wall. 166, 196; French v. Hay, 22 Wall, 238; Id. 253; Covell y, 
Heyman, 111 U. S. 176, 4 Sup. Ct. 355; Heidritter v. Oilcloth 
Co., 112 U. S. 294, 300, 302, 5 Sup. Ct. 135; Harkrader v. Wadley 
172 U. S. 148, 164, 19 Sup. Ct. 119; Brooks v. Delaplaine, 1 Md. Ch. 
351, 354; Craig v. Hoge, 95 Va. 275, 279, 28 S. E, 317; Stearns y, 
Stearns, 16 Mass. 167, 170; Powers v. City Council of Springfield 
116 Mass. 84, 86; Carson v. Dunham, 149 Mass. 53, 20 N. E. 312: 
Iusurance Co, v. Howell, 24 N. J. Eq. 238, 241; Schuehle v. Rei- 
man, 86 N. Y.. 270, 273; In re Schuyler’s Steam Towboat Co., 136 
N. Y. 169, 175, 32 N. E. 623; Gay v. Iron Co., 94 Ala. 303, 308, 317, 1 
South, 353; Howell v. Moores, 127 Ill. 68, 79, 19 N. E. 863; Mount 
v. Scholes, 21 Ill. App. 192; Louden Irrigating Canal Co. y. 
Handy Ditch Co., 22 Colo. 102, 114, 43 Pac. 535; State v. Chinault, 
55 Kan. 326, 329, 40 Pac, 662. 

The general ruie, as above stated, is clear, plain and posi- 
tive. There is no room for any dispute or controversy as to its 
correctness, but a careful examination of the authorities shows 
that many of them do not march up to the full-breasted juris- 
diction therein enumerated. The truth is that the language of 
the courts is used with reference to the facts presented in the 
cases before them, and is properly confined to such facts, and 
limited to the direct question there presented. To illustrate: 
Some of the authorities say, the court “which first acquired 
jurisdiction of the parties;” others, the court ‘which first ac- 
quired jurisdiction of the subject matter;” others, “‘of a cause 
which presents the same issues and seeks the same relief;” 
others, the court which “first takes cognizance of the contro- 
versy;” others, the court which “first obtained possession of 
the property” in controversy. It is clear that this court first 
obtained jurisdiction over the person of the complainant. There 
is no pretense that the State Court ever acquired any jurisdic- 
tion over him until long after the commencement of the suit 
and service of process in this court. Neither court has ever ac- 
quired possession of the land or water. There is no case cited 
by counsel which can be said to be on “all fours” with the 
present, and it is the duty of this court to ascertain, from the 
facts before it, the germ of the principle that must govern and 
control the disposition of the question before the court; for 
enough appears to make it certain that, notwithstanding the 
difference in the parties to the respective suits and other mat- 
ters, there is need of but one trial, and the parties should not 
be compelled to be and appear in both courts at the same time, 
and litigate substantially the same question. The proceedings 
in one court or the other should be stayed, at least until the 
other has finally disposed of the suit before it, and then, if 
any question remains to be disposed of, the other court might 
be called upon to decide it. Union Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. Uni- 
versity of Chicago, 6 Fed. 443, 447; Foley v. Hartley, 72 Fed. 
570, 574; Zimmerman v. So Relle, 25 C. C. A. 618, 80 Fed. 417, 
420; Hughes v. Green, 28 C. C, A. 537, 84 Fed. 833, 835. 


Another question is equally well settled, viz.: If this court 
first obtained jurisdiction of this cause, it has the power and 
it is its duty to restrain the defendants herein from taking any 
proceedings in the State Court which would have the effect of 
defeating or impairing the jurisdiction of this court. French 
v. Hay, 22 Wall. 250, 263; Dietzsch v. Huidekoper, 103 U. 8. 
494; Fisk v. Railroad Co., 10 Blatchf. 518, Fed. Cas. No. 4,830; 
Sharon v. Terry, 36 Fed. 337, 355; Frishman v. Insurance Cos., 
41 Fed. 449; Railway Co. v. Kuteman, 4 C. C. A. 503, 54 Fed. 
547, 551; Abeel v. Culberson, 56 Fed. 329, 333; President, etc., v. 
Merritt, 59 Fed. 6; Wadley v. Blount, 65 Fed. 667, 676; Central 
Trust Co. v. Western N. C. R. Co., 89 Fed. 24, 29. 

The vital and controlling question, as to which court first 
obtained jurisdiction herein, is so important and so far-reach- 





ing in its results that this court might very properly make a 
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| inj ti refusing to grant 
ruling, granting an injunction or 

¢ “y the sole purpose of having the case taken by appeal to a 
Mt t of last resort, where the matter could be definitely set- 
tled; but the parties have the right to demand the views of 

‘court uwpon the demurrer, so as to enable them to deter- 
mine what their future course may be. 

In Union Trust Co, v. Rockford, R. I. & St. L. R. Co., supra, 
the court said: 

“The main question arising is one of great delicacy, and the 
history of the jurisprudence of this country shows a most com- 
mendable disposition on the part of both the Federal and State 
Courts not to impinge upon each other’s jurisdiction, but the 
delicate nature of the matter furnishes no reason why the 
court to which jurisdiction belongs should not firmly assert 
and maintain its rights.” 

The subject matter of this controversy is equally within the 
jurisdiction of the State and Federal Courts. This is true of all 
controversies of like character, where the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Courts is invoked by persons authorized to bring suit 
in those courts. 

When complainant acquired the land and water rights from 
the Markers. if he wished to litigate his rights to the waters 
flowing in the Humboldt River as against the defendants, Pitt 
and Hauskins, three courses were left open to him, either of 
which he had the legal right to pursue, viz.: (1) He could have 

ecuted that suit in the State Court in the name of the 
original parties. (2) Or he could have made application to the 
State Court to be substituted as a party plaintiff in the suit. 
Gen. St. Nev. Sec. 3,088; Walker v. Felt, 54 Cal. 386; Building 
Co. v. Walker (Kan. Sup.) 54 Pac. 1,043; Alexander v. Over- 
ton (Neb.) 72 N. W. 212; Brown v. Kohout (Minn.) 63 N. W. 248; 
Harrington v. Connor (Neb.), 70 N. W. 911; Camarillo v. Fen- 
Jon, 49 Cal. 203; Plummer v. Brown, 64 Cal. 429, 430, 1 Pac. 703; 
Investment Co. v. Hughes, 89 Fed. 182, 185. (3) Or he could, in 
his own behalf, he being a non-resident of this State, com- 
mence a suit in this court to have his rights, as against the 
game defendants, Pitt and Hauskins, here heard and deter- 
mined. He chose the latter course. 

At the time of the institution of the suit in this court the 
State Court had not acquired any jurisdiction over the com- 
plainant. He had not appeared, and had not been served with 
any process therein, and that court did not have any control 
of the subsequent proceedings in the suit until one or the other 
of these steps had been taken. Gen. St. Nev., Sec. 3,057. That 
suit remained upon the calendar, but was held in abeyance. 
No action was taken therein by either party. In considering 
the questions involved herein, it must be understood that this 
court has nothing to do with the proceedings of the State 
Court which were had subsequent to the time this court ac- 
quired jurisdiction of the pending suit. It is wholly imma- 
terial whether they were correct or erroneous; they cannot be 
reviewed by this court. This court, upon the petition pre- 
sented herein, can only deal with the status of the case as it 
existed when it acquired jurisdiction. The Markers, after dis- 
posing of their interest in the property, had no longer any 
direct control over the suit. Although they were the plaintiffs 
in the suit in the State Court, they could not, after the trans- 
fer was made to the complainant, dismiss the suit. They could 
not do any act that would deprive the complainant herein of 

ights in the premises. 
ak) Walker Ae Felt, 54 Cal. 386, this precise question was 
presented. The court, in the course of its opinion, said: 

“Had the plaintiff in the action the right to dismiss it, after 
havng transferred his interest in the subject matter of the ac- 
tion to other parties? Section 385 of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure (which is similar to Section 3,038, Gen. St. Nev.) pro- 
vides that, in case of any transfer of interest, the action may 
be continued in the name of the original party, or the court 
may allow the person to whom the transfer is made to be sub- 
stituted in the action. Under that section it was the right of 
the successors in interest in this case to prosecute this action 
in one of these forms. The party who had transferred his in- 
terest divested himself of any power to control the action. He 
could not dismiss it, because his successors had a right to have 
it continued. The validity of the order of dismissal in this 
case rests solely upon the consent of the orginal plaintiff, given 
ten years after he had transferred his interest in the action. 
As he had no right to interfere with the action, the court, on 
being advised of that, should have vacated the order based 
upon it.’ 

In cases where there has been a transfer of the property 
pending the suit, the substitution, under the provisions of the 
statute, of the person who has acquired an interest in the 
property, is a matter that rests solely with the plaintiff and 
the person to whom such transfer was made. The defendants 
cannot have such substitution made. The change of parties 
can only be set in motion by the plaintiffs or their vendee, 
and the plaintiffs are not authorized to act in opposition to 
the rights of the transferee. Hestres v. Brennan, 37 Cal. 385, 
388: Smith v. Harrington (Wyo.), 27 Pac. 803; Packard v. Wood, 
17 Abb. Prac. 318, 322; Chisholm v. Clitherall, 12 Minn, 375, 379 
(Gil. 251); Hirshfeld v. Fitzgerald, 157 N. Y. 166, 177, 51 N. E. 
997. This was, therefore, the only court which, at the time 
of the commencement of this suit and of the service of process 
and appearance of the defendants herein, had full and com- 
plete jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter of the 
controversy and of the property affected by the litigation. 

It is, of course, true that there was at that time a suit pend- 
ing in the State Court in which steps could have been pre- 
viously taken that would have invested that court with full 





petetintion to hear and determine the merits of this cause. 

8 not, however, what might have happened—what steps mi; 
have been taken—but the pivotal question is, what was 
condition at that time, under the steps that had been taken? 
This, it seems to me, is the true test to be applied to the facts 
set forth in this petition. The jurisdiction of a cause does not 
attach, within the meaning of the general rule, by the filing of 
a complaint and the issuance of a summons. It attaches only 
upon the service of process, and it is the duty of the court 
whose process is first served to retain the cause. In other 
words, it is the duty of the court which first obtains full and 
complete jurisdiction over the whole case to keep control of it, 
to the exclusion of the other court that had not obtained such 
full jurisdiction, and to grant the relief prayed for in the bill. 
Bell v. Trust Co., 1 Biss. 260, Fed. Cas. No. 1,260; Union Trust 
Co. v. Rockford, R. I. & St. L. R. Co., 6 Biss. 197, Fed. Cas. 
No. 14,401; Wilmer Railroad Co., 2 Woods, 409 Fed. Cas. Na 
17,775 (opinion of Bradley, Circuit Justice); Union Mut. Life 
Ins. Co. v. University of Chicago, 6 Fed. 443, 447; Owens v. 
Railroad Co., 20 Fed. 10, 12; Wheeler v. Walton & Whann Co., 
65 Fed. 720, 722; Riggs v. Johnson Co., 6 Wall. 166, 187, 196 
Craig v. Hoge, 95 Va. 275, 280, 28 S. E. 317. 

In Owens v. Railroad Co., and Central Trust Co. v. West- 
ern N. C. R. Co., supra, divers suits were brought at various 
times in different courts, both Federal and State, praying for 
the appointment of a receiver and for the foreclosure of a 
mortgage. Some of the suits were identical, both as to the 
parties and as to the relief prayed for; others, the parties and 
the relief asked for were in some respects different, but sub- 
stantially the same questions were involved in all the suits. 
There the question arose “as to which court first obtained 
jurisdiction over the subject matter in controversy.” The 
court, in discussing the question, among other things said: 

“It will be observed that every step necessary to complete 
the jurisdiction of this court was taken before process was 
served on the defendant company, under the bill filed in the 
Sixth Circuit. But it is claimed that the filing of the bill first 
in the Sixth Circuit, which in the proceeding is the commenre- 
ment of the suit, confers jurisdiction. This, of necessity, can- 
not be so. Other necessary steps must be taken to bring the 
parties before the court, before a complete jurisdiction is ue- 
quired. Until that is done, the court could make no order that 
would affect the rights of a party. The usual mode is by ser- 
vice of process. It may be, and in some cases is, done by an 
order of the court directing a seizure of the property, when 
some urgent necessity requires it, before service is had. In 
this case no such order was made, and we must, therefore, look 
to the service of process to ascertain which court first ne- 
quired jurisdiction. It is true that process was sued out first 
under the bill filed in the Sixth Circuit, but service of process 
was first had under the one filed in this circuit. We therefore 
conclude that, as between these proceedings, the process of 
this court being first served on the defendant company, it gave 
this court full, complete and prior jurisdiction over it, and the 
right to grant the relief prayed for in the bill. * * * In the 
bill filed in this court it was distinctly alleged and established 
by proof that one of the complainants had requested the trus- 
tee in the first mortgage, the Central Trust Company, to bring 
a suit of foreclosure of a mortgage, and the trustee refused 
to take any step or to exercise any of the discretionary powers 
for that purpose. It is now the settled law that, whenever a 
trustee neglects or refuses to institute proceedings for the 
protection of bondholders secured by a mortgage, the bond 
holders themselves may begin proceedings for that purpose. 
This was done by the present complainants on behalf of them- 
selves and other bondholders, and, the case being first fully 
matured in this court, by reason of that fact the court in this 
circuit first took cognizance of the subject matter in contro- 
versy, acquiring full and complete jurisdiction over it, and, as 
an incident to that jurisdiction, has possession and control over 
any property which may be the subject matter of the dispute, 
to the end of the litigation.” , 

In Taylor v. Taintor, 16 Wall. 366, 370, the court said: 


“Where a State Court and a Court of the United States 
each take jurisdiction, the tribunal which first gets it holds it 
to the exclusion of the other, until its duty is fully performed 
and the jurisdiction invoked is exhausted. * * * It is, Im 
deed, a principle of universal jurisprudence that, where juris 
diction has attached to person or thing, it is, unless there is 
some provision to the contrary, exclusive in effect until it has 
wrought its function.” 

In Buck v. Colbath, 3 Wall. 334, 341, the court declared that: 


“Whenever property has been seized by an officer of the 
court by virtue of its process, the property is to be considered 
as in the custody of the court, and under its control, for the 
time being, and no other court has a right to interfere with 
that possession.” 

In Merritt v. Steel-Barge Co., 24 C. C. A. 530, 534, 79 Fed. 228, 
231, the court said: 

“The doctrine in question is not limited in its application 
to cases where property has actually been seized under judicial 
process before a second suit is instituted in another court, but 
it applies as well where suits are brought to enforce liens 
against specific property, to marshal assets, administer trusts 
or liquidate insolvent estates, and in all other suits of a sim- 
ilar nature, where, in the progress of the litigation, the court 
may be compelled to assume the possession and control of 
specific personal or real property. In cases of the latter kind 
the rule is that the tribunal which first acquires jurisdiction pf 
the cause by the issuance and service of process is entitled to 
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THE PLAN is analytical, being an application of 
the same principles of legal analysis applied by Gaius 
and Justinian in the Institutes, followed by Hale and 
Blackstone and endorsed by Wilson, Sir William Jones, 
Austin, Pollock and Chalmers. 


THE OUTLINE of the work shows the whole 
body of the law in logical order and relation. 


THE TREATMENT consists of a presentation 
of the origin of rules, the fundamental principle upon 
which they depend, and their present condition and ap- 
plication. The treatment then is elementary, scientitic 
and eminently practical. 


THE CITATION is to the Leading Cases, 
where the rules are formulated or expounded, with the 
modern great Ruling Cases, showing the prevailing and 
conflicting views of the law, to which is added such Col- 
lateral Citations as will enable one to make an exhaust- 
ive brief on the subject. 


AS AN ELEMENTARY TREATISE it is 
the clearest, the most comprehensive, the most practical 
and scientific ever offered to the American Student. 
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IS A PRACTICAL WORK for the busy 
lawyer. The wheat is separated from the chaff. 











retain it to the end, without interference or hindrance on the 
part of any other court. And this rule, in its application to 
Federal and State Courts, being the outgrowth of necessity, 
is ‘a principle of right and of law,’ which leaves nothing to the 
discretion of a court, and may not be varied to suit the con- 
venience of litigants.” 


The difference in obtaining jurisdiction in suits in per- 
sonam and in rem, and the distinction between the two classes 
of cases, are clearly ponted out and discussed in Cooper v. 
Reynolds, 10 Wall. 308, 316, and Pacific Coast S. S. C. v. Ban- 
croft-Whitney Co., 94 Fed. 180, 185. If the proceedings involve 
the determination of the personal liability of the defendant, he 
must, as hereinbefore stated, be brought within the jurisdic- 
tion by service of process within the State or district, or by 
voluntary appearance. If the proceeding be in rem, the res 
must be seized or attached, and be, at the time of seizure or 
attachment or other equivalent writ or process, within the juris- 
diction of the court. In this class of cases the defendant is not 
personally bound by the judgment beyond the property in 
question, and it is wholly immaterial whether the proceedings 
against the property be by an attachment or by a bill in equity. 
It must be substantially a proceeding in rem. The jurisdiction 
may be obtained by any acts which are of equivalent import 
to those stated above, and stand for and represent the dominion 
of the court over the property and subject it to the control of 
the court. The jurisdiction of the court over the controversy 
is founded on the presence of the property, and, like a proceed- 
ing in rem, it becomes conclusive against the absent owners 
or claimants, as well as over the present contestants, if there 
.e any. Boswell’s Lessee v. Otis, 9 How. 336, 348; Pennoyer v. 
Neff, 9% U. S. 714, 724; Heidritter v. Oilcloth Co., 112 U. S. 294, 
300, 5 Sup. Ct. 135; Arndt v. Griggs, 134 U. S. 316, 324, 10 Sup. Ct. 
557; Shields v. Coleman, 157 U. 8. 168, 178, 15 Sup. Ct. 570. 


The suit in question is not a suit in rem. It may be that 
the nature of the suit comes within the general classification 
of suits quasi in rem. Brown, Jur., Sec, 70 et seq.; Freeman v. 
Alderson, 119 U. S. 185, 187, 7 Sup. Ct. 165. But, whatever it 
may be called, the facts are that the State Court had no inde- 
pendent or exclusive possession of the property involved herein. 
It had not issued any process against the property. No attach- 
ment had reached it. No receiver had been appointed to take 
charge of, manage and control it. No injunction had been is- 
sued to restrain defendants from the use of any of the waters 
flowing in the Humboldt River. Neither the court nor any of 
its officers were in possession thereof. There was no seizure 
of the res. It cannot, therefore, be said that the State Court 
first obtained such jurisdiction over the property as to entitle 
it, to the exclusion of this court, to hear and determine the 
controversy herein. 

In Ball v. Tompkins, 41 Fed. 486, 490, the court, in discuss- 





ing the question as to the nature and character of the posses- 
sion of the courts, national and State, which excludes the ex- 
ercise of authority over the subject or thing by the other, 
among other things said: 


“The possession contemplated as sufficient to make it ex- 
clusive is that which the court, by its process, or some equiva- 
lent mode, has, either for the direct purpose of the proceed- 
ing, or for some other purpose ancillary to the main object, 
drawn into its dominion and custody some thing. That thing 
may be coporeal or incorporeal—a substance or a mere right. 
But a controversy, a question, an inquiry, is not such a thing. 
These may be the subject matter of jurisdiction in a pending 
cause, which often proceeds from the beginning to the judg- 
ment without the court’s having taken actual dominion of any- 
thing. But there is no exclusive jurisdiction over such a mat- 
ter. The result may be a judgment which will establish a right, 
but the court has not had any possession. * * * The control 
which each court has over its own process has always been 
found adequate to prevent mischief from diverse judgments in 
the several jurisdictions. But, in proceeding on its way, when- 
ever either court finds that the other has already taken actual 
dominion over some objective thing related to the subject, it 
will let the thing alone, so long as that dominion is retained, 
and proceed, if there be enough material besides to support 
the exercise of its jurisdiction, and the pursuit may reach fruit. 
If not, it will stop.” 


There is another phase of this case which has been merely 
referred to that should be further noticed. The complainant 
could have submitted himself to the jurisdiction of the State 
Court without the trouble, cost or expense of bringing an in- 
dependent suit. It may be that it would have been better for 
all parties if he had done so; but, unless he was prohibited by 
law from bringing the suit in this court, he had the right so 
to do, because this court had equal and concurrent jurisdiction 
over the parties and the subject matter of the controversy. 
Whatever the rights of the defendants may have been at the 
time of the institution of the suit in this court, if they had 
taken proper steps to stay the proceedings in this court, as a 
matter of comity between the State Court and this court, it is 
clear to my mind that, by coming into this court after service 
of process upon them and submitting themselves to its juris- 
tion, they waived their rights to have the case tried in the 
State Court. The defendants ought not, after voluntarily sub- 
mitting themselves to the jurisdiction of this court, and con- 
testing the proceedings herein, and obtaining what they deemed 
to be an adverse ruling, to then endeavor to have a change of 
the place of trial, and take their chances in another court, on 
the ground that they might have brought the complainant 
within the jurisdiction of the State Court, had they taken the 
necessary steps so to do. Jurisdiction over the parties and sub- 
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ject matter cannot, uf course, be conferred upon a court by 
mere consent. But, where a court has jurisdiction over the 
case, objections to the mere mode of the acquisition of such 
jurisdiction may be, and are, waived when no timely objec- 
tions are made thereto. McBride v. Plow Co., 40 Fed. 162; 
Jewett v. Trust Co., 45 Fed. 801; Walker v. Bank, 5 C. C. A. 
421, 56 Fed. 76, 81; Smith v. Railroad Co., 64 Fed. 1, 3; Railway 
Co. v. Brow, 13 C. C. A. 222, 65 Fed. 941, 944, 949; Noonan v. 
Railroad Co., 68 Fed. 1; Foley v. Hartley, 72 Fed. 570, 574; Long 
v. Long, 73 Fed. 369; In re Foley, 76 Fed. 390, 292; Collins v. 
Stott, Id. 613; Toland v. Sprague, 12 Pet. 300, 331; Bushnell v. 
Kennedy, 9 Wall. 387, 393; Bank v. Morgan, 132 U. S. 141, 145, 10 
Sup. Ct. 37; Railway Co. v. McBride, 141 U. 8S. 127, 132, 11 Sup. 
Ct. 982; Railroad Co. v. Cox, 145 U. S. 593, 603, 12 Sup. Ct. 905; 
Trust Co. v. McGeorge, 151 U. S. 129, 133, 14 Sup. Ct. 286; Im- 
provement Co. v. Gibney, 160 U. S. 217, 219, 16 Sup. Ct. 272; 
Robinson v. Caldwell, 165 U. 8. 359, 362, 17 Sup. Ct. 343; Brown 
v. Campbell, 110 Cal. 644, 649, 43 Pac. 12; Railway Co. v. Flan- 
agan, 57 N. J. Law, 236, 238, 30 Atl. 476; Jolly v. Pryor (Tex. 
Civ. App.), 33 S. W. 889; Kincaid v. Storz, 52 Mo. App. 564, 570; 
Larkin v. Scranton City, 162 Pa. St. 289, 293, 29 Atl. 910. 

The subsequent proceedings taken by the defendants in the 
State Court were in the nature of an attempt to there obtain 
control of a suit in order to deprive this court of the complete 
jurisdiction which it first acquired over the parties and the 
subject matter. This is not permissible. If it could be al- 
lowed, it would virtually amount to an abrogation, instead of 
the enforcement, of the general rule which it is the duty of all 
courts to strictly and faithfully adhere to. The pendency of a 
prior suit in a State Court is not necessarily a bar to a suit 
in a Federal Court, even between the same parties, involving 
the same issues. Stanton v. Embrey, 93 U. S. 548, 554; Gordon 
v. Gilfoil, 99 U. S. 168, 178; Ball v. Tompkins, 41 Fed. 486, 490; 
Briggs v. Stroud, 68 Fed. 717, 720; Marshall v. Otte, 59 Fed. 249, 
252; Wilcox & Gibbs Guano Co. v. Phoenix Ina. Co., 61 Fed. 
199; First Nat. Bank v. Duel Co., 74 Fed. 373, 374; Short v. Hep- 
burn, 21 C. C. A. 252, 75 Fed. 113; Marks v. Marks, 75 Fed. 321, 
332; Holton v. Guinn, 76 Fed. 96, 101. Conflict of jurisdiction 
and embarrassment are always avoided by the rule of comity 
under which the court first obtaining full jurisdiction is allowed 
to proceed in a legal and orderly way to a final hearing of the 
case. The national and State Courts do not belong to the same 
system, so far as their jurisdiction is concurrent. Although 
they coexist in the same space, they are wholly independent, 
and have no common superior. They exercise jurisdiction, it 
is true, within the same territory, but not in the same plane. 
As was said by Chief Justice Taney in Ableman v. Booth, 21 
How. 506, 516: 

“The sphere of action appropriated to the United States is 
as far beyond the reach of the judicial process issued by a 
State Judge or a State Court as if the line of division was 
traced by landmarks and monuments visible to the eye.” 
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See, also, Riggs v. Johnson Co., 6 Wall. 166, 193; Gay v. Iron 
Co., 94 Ala. 303, 323, 11 South. 353. 

In Covell v. He) man, 111 U. 8. 176, 182; 4 Sup. Ct. 335, 358, the 
court said: 

“The forbearance which courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction, 
administered under a single system, exercise toward e 
other, whereby conflicts are avoided, by avoiding interference 
with the process of each other, is a principle of comity, with 
perhaps no higher sanction than the utility which comes from 
concord; but, between state courts and those of the United 
States, it igs something more. It is a principle of right and of 
law, and therefore of necessity. It leaves nothing to discre- 
tion or mere convenience.” 

Guided by the analogies of the decided cases and by the 
principles of law announced therein, and the reason of the 
rule relating to the comity of courts and the necessity of har- 
monious and orderly proceedings to be pursued by the respec- 
tive courts in relation thereto, my conclusion is that, upon the 
facts stated in the petition, this court first obtained full and 
complete jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter of the 
controversy herein. 

The demurrer is overruled. The preliminary injunction is- 
sued upon the filing of this petition will remain in full force 
and effect until the further order of this court. 
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VAN BRUNT, P. J.—This action was brought to recover 
damages for an alleged false imprisonment. ‘The answer was 
in effect a general denial. The questions raised upon this 
appeal may be embraced within two classes: First, whether 
there was evidence enough to justify the jury in finding that 
there was any false imprisonment, and second, whether there 
were any errors committed in the charge of the learned jus- 
tice who tried the case. 
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It is claimed upon the part of the appellant that there 
Was no evidence that any restraint was exercised by the de- 
fendant or his employes as against the plaintiff and that her 
submission to search was entirely voluntary upon her part. 
It appears from the evidence of the plaintiff that she vis- 
ited the store of the defendant in the city of New York 
on the 15th day of December, 1897; that she went to the jew- 
elry counter and asked the salesgirl to show her some 
watches. The girl showed her some which were very bright 
in color and the plaintiff then asked if she had not some 
more subdued im character, and the girl said “no.” “‘Then she 
counted the watches; she said there were so many in the 
case when I showed them to you, now she says there is one 
missing. Well, I said, “probably you have sold the watch, 
never thinking she thought I was the thief. Then she sent 
for the floor walker and then he sent for the detective, 
and she said I would have to be searched.” The plaintiff 
repeated the testimony that when the woman detective came 
up she said: ‘You will have to be searched.” That then 
the detective sent for a man and they took the plaintiff 
through the store between this man and the detective to 


the elevator and went upstairs to a small room, where she 
was searched. 


It is claimed upon the part of the appellant that the plain- 
tif? asked to be searched upon the supposition that she was 
suspected of being the thief; and that she was willing and 
submitted to search for the purpose of clearing herself from 
suspicion, and that no restraint whatever was exercised 
against her by any of the employes of the defendant. 

It seems to us, when we consider the situation of the plain- 
tiff, that she was in the store of the defendant surrounded by 
persons who were employed by the defendant to detect crime, 
substantially accused of being a thief and with the state- 
ment made to her “you will have to be searched;” that this 
was the exercise of such a dominion over her as that the 
jury might very properly find that restraint was exercised and 
that the subsequent proceedings were simply carrying out 
the threat that they would search her. Under such circum- 
stances the plaintiff certainly was not required to offer phy- 
sical resistance to this unjustifiable proceeding against her. 
The jury having resolved this question in her favor, there 
seems to be no ground whatever for this court to interfere. 
The authority of the employes of the defendant is established 
beyond peradventure by the testimony of the defendant him- 
self. These were the agencies employed by him for the pro- 
tection of his property; and these people in the proceedings 
taken by them were acting clearly within the scope of the 
authority which had been conferred upon them. 

The next question we are called upon to determine is 
whether the learned judge in his charge gave any erroneous 
duections to the jury or refused any request to which the 
defendant was entitled. 

The exception of the defendant to that portion of the 
charge wherein it is stated that the plaintiff must prove 
that there was an absence of probable cause for arrest, is 
clearly no ground for a new trial; because, if the couri was 
in error, as it probably was, in the proposition enunciated, it 
was placing an additional burden upon the plaintiff and in 
no way operated injuriously to the defendant. 

Equally immaterial was the exception to that part of the 
charge which stated that false imprisonment is the unlawful 
restraint of a person contrary to his will either with or 
without process of law; and that it comprises two elements: 
First, the detention of the person, and second, the unlawful- 
ness of such detention. There was no question of process in 
this case. It was a question of detention and of the un- 
lawfulness of the detention, and that only; and the proposi- 


tion excepted to was entirely immaterial and had no relation 
to the facts of the case. 


There was also an exception to the submission to the jury 
of any question of malice in the case. The proposition of 
the court in that regard was entirely correct. The law im- 
putes malice to an unlawful act. There is undoubtedly a dif- 
ference between malice which the law infers from the act 
itself, and malice which is the product of a proved mental op- 
eration. The court had the right to submit the question of 
matice in this case. From the very grossness of the act 
itself, malice may be inferred. Here, without the slightest evi- 
dence that this plaintiff was in any way connected with the 
disappearance of the watch in question, it is proclaimed to 
her that she must be searched; in other words, she will 
have to submit to a search; and surrounded as she was by 
the servants of the defendant, possessing authority to act, 
she submits. It is clear that from an act of this kind the 
jury might infer legal malice. 

There is also an exception to that part of the charge in 
which the court said that the defendant might be liable for 
acts of injury or insult if they occurred in the course of the 
employment. It seems to be hardly necessary to discuss an 
exception of this character. 

We now come to the requests to charge. There are a large 
number of these requests, which the court refused to charge 
further than he had already charged. Upon an examination 
of these requests it will be seen that they are all embraced 
within one proposition; namely, that the plaintiff cannot re- 
cover unless she proves that she was detained. Various re- 
quests were made; among them “that the plaintiff had sworn 
that she went willingly to the room where she claims she 





was searched.” In regard to this proposition, it is apparent 
from the evidence that it was a question for the jury to de- 
termine whether the plaintiff was detained or not. The jury 
was not bound to find that she went willingly to the room to 
be searched simply because she did not actually resist. She 
was surrounded by superior force, to contend against which 
was beyond her physical powers, and she had been told what 
she had to do, and she surrendered unconditionally; and that 
is all there is as to her submission and willingness to be 


searched. The jury found such to be the facts, as they prop. 
ably were. 


Under these circumstances the court was justified in re. 
fusing to charge such a request. The court had expresssly 
charged that the claim against the defendant was for false 
arrest and imprisonment, and that the first question to be 
decided by the jury was whether there was an arrest. Then 
the court defines what false imprisonment is, namely, up. 
lawful restraint of a person contrary to his will; and fur. 
ther charges the jury that if a person insists upon proving 
her innocence of an accusation expressed or implied, by 
exhibiting the contents of her pockets or her satchel, and 
goes voluntarily to a room for that purpose, the mere act 
of accompanying her there for such purpose by one or more 
persons would not constitute either arrest or imprisonment, 
Here was clearly placed before the jury the fact that there 
must be a detention against the will of the plaintiff in order 
that there might be a recovery. Under these circumstances jt 
seems to me the court was entirely justified in refusing to 
eharge further upon such proposition. 


The exception to the refusal to charge that if the jury 
believed as testified to by Miss Cantwell, by Mr. Carpenter 
the officer Hannon and the other witnesses for the defend. 
ant, that she was at perfect liberty to leave the store at any 
moment, they must find a verdict for the defendant is clearly 
untenable. The other witnesses of the defendant did not 
swear to that effect; and it is a little doubtful whether the 
construction of the evidence given by all the witnesses named 
is of the character described in the proposition. 


It is further urged that there was no ground for award- 
ing punitive damages; in other words, that there was no 
express malice proved, and therefore no foundation for puni- 
tive damages. It will be seen, when we consider the nature 
of punitive damages, that the case falls within the rule per- 
mitting them to be awarded. Punitive damages are given not 
only as a punishment to the defendant for a wrongful act, 
but also as a warning to others. Although there was no 
evidence of any express malice against this plaintiff indi- 
vidually, the act was done in pursuance of a system which 
had been adopted in that store; and if this system was such 
as to place an innocent customer in the position in which 
the plaintiff's evidence shows that she was placed, the jury 
had the right to say that the results of this system were 
of such a character as to require rebuke by way of punitive 
damages, in order that innocent people should not be placed 


in the position which this plaintiff was placed without any 
fault upon her part. 


Judgment and order should be affirmed with costs. All 
concur. 








STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 


An acknowledgment in writing to operate as a new 
promise and take a case out of the Statute of Limitations 
must be one from which a promise of payment may be 
implied. It must be unconditional, and indicate that the 
party is actually liable and unconditionally willing to pay. 
There must be nothing in the attendant acts or declara- 
tions to modify or rebut the inference of willingness to 
pay which naturally and prima facie arises from an un- 
qualified admission. If the acknowledgment be coupled 
with the terms or conditions of any kind a recovery can- 
not be had unless they are fulfilled —Stiles v. Laurel Fork 
Oil & Coal Co. (W. Va.), 35 S. E., 986. 





BANKS—TAXATION—LICENSE. 


The mere reference in the license acts to the declared 
or nominal capital or surplus from business or banking 
institutions is not a tax upon the capital or surplus itself 
of the different banks, but a mere method of classifying 
the banks, and establishing a graduation of licenses, as 
required by article 206 of the Constitution. 


A provision in the charter of a corporation exempting 
its stock and real estate from taxation, does not cover 
an exemption from license taxation. While a license is 
in the nature of a tax, yet it is a tax upon callings or 
occupations. State v. Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana (La.), 





27 So. 709. 
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President— Jos«ph J. Russell, Charleston. 
Re retary—C. F. Gallenka»p. Union. 
Treasurer- North T. Gentry, Colambia. 
MONTANA 
(Organized January & 1885.) 
President—Charles R. Leonard, Butte. 
s-oretary— Edward C. Ruasell, Helena. 
Treasurer F. D. Miracle Heleva. 
NEBRASKA. 
(Organized January 27, 1900.) 
President—J udge E. Wake ey, a. 
Secretary—W. P. Motreary, mornee. 
Treasurer—S. P. Davidson, Tecumseh. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
(Organized August 10, 1873.) 
President George B French, Nashua 


Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 


NEW JERSEY. 
President—Samuel H. Grey, Camden. 


Secretary—A.C Wall, Hudson. 
Treasurer—Chas. Black, Hudsen. 
NEW MEXICO 


(Ongeatee’ January 19, 1886.) 
President—A. A. Freeman, Carlsbad. 


Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer. W. Knaebei, Santa Fe. 


( 
Presid snt— . . 
Secretary— Frederic E. Wadhams, Albany. 
Corresponding Secretary— George Lawyer, Albany. 
Treasurer—Henry A. Peckham, Albany. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

( zed Feb. 10, 1899.) 
President—Chas. F. Warren, Washington. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. C. Biggs, Chapel Hill. 

OKLAHOMA. 

( zed July 10, 1890.) 
President—J. C. g, Guthrie. 
Secretary—J. L. Calvert. Guthrie. 
Treasurer—S. S. Lawrence, Guthrie. 

OHIO. 

(Org ized July 8, 1880.) 
President—Peter A. Lanbie, Salem. 
Secretary—H. A. Mykrantz, Ashland. 
Treasurer—L. H. 2, Toledo. 


OREGON. 
(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
President—Lionel R. Webster, Portland. 
Secretary—A. F. Flegel, Portland 
Treasurer—Chas. J. bel, Portland. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

(Organized January 16, 1895.) 
President —Lymae D. Gilbert, Harrisburg. 
Secretary— Edward P. Allinson, Philadelphia. 
Treasurer— William Penn Lloyd, Mechanicsburg. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

(Ongeniost May 14, 1898.) 
President—Francis Colwell, Providence. 
Sectetary—W illiam A. Morgan, Providence. 
Treasurer— William H. Sweetland, Providence. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

( ized December 11 1884.) 
President—B. F. Whitner. Anderson. 
Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia 
Treasurer—J. OQ Marshall, Columbus. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

(Organized December 7, 1897. 
President— Edwin Van Cise, Deadwood. 
Secretary—John H. Voorhees, Sioux Falls. 
Treasurer—Ivan W. Goodner, Pierre. 


TENNESSEE. 
(Organized July, 1882.) 
President—J. W. Bonner, Nashville. 
4eo etary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Barch, Nashville 
TEXAS. 
ized July 15, 1882.) 


Secretary 8. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


Organized Novem 14, 1878. 
( ovember 14, ) 
President—C. H. Lae Bennington. 


Secretary —George ing, Montpelier. 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 


Organized Jaly 6 1888.) 
( . 
President— William J. Leake Richmond. 
Secretary and Treasurer—E. C. Massie, Richmond 
WASHINGTON 
(Organized Jan 19, 1288.) 
8. 


President—George Donwo 
Secretary— Nathan S. Porter, 0: . 
Treasurer— William A. Peters. Teatue. 











AMERICAN LIBRARIANS’ 
OIATION. 


The members of the American Libra- 
rians’ Association met in Montreal 
(Can.) on June8. At the session in the 
section devoted to college and reference 
libraries Dr. E. ©. Richardson, Prince- 
ton, N. J., occupied the chair. ‘‘Care 
of Periodical and Continuations’’ was 
brought forward by J. T. Geroued, 
Columbia University Library, and 
** Reference = soiest ef Grosvenor 

rary’’ was subj a 
E. P. Van Duzee, Buffalo, hte The 
College vs. University Li *? was 
the theme dealt with by Miss I. E. Lord, 
B Mawr College Library. 

e evening session was divided into 
two sections, one discussing open shelves 
in large libraries, in the light of actual 
experience, and the other talking about 
State and law libraries. W. H. Brett, 
Cleveland, O., presided over the large 
libraries section. A paper written by 5. 
S. Green, Worcester Free Public 
Library, was, in the absence of that 
gentleman, read by Dr. B. C. Steinerf, 
and was on the subject of ‘‘To What 
Classes of Literature, If Any, Should 
Access Be Allowed.’’ Mr. Greene’s 
opinion was that the wisest course was 
to admit persons to sections, under ob- 
servation, for purposes of reference, and 
the problem was very much simplified 
by dividing the library. 

W. E. Foster, Providence Free Library, 
described the Providence plan of access 
to a standard li , and H. L. Elmen- 
dorf, Buffalo Free Library, spoke of the 
Buffalo plan of access to a selected 
library, and in the course of his remarks 
he mentioned that since the opening of 
the Buffalo Public Library, two years 
and four months ago, 728 books had dis- 
appeared, most of them from the open- 
shelf room, and the children’s room. 
The value of these books was $628; but 
if they had been shut up in the 
room, the cost of assistants engaged in 
the care and management of this room 
would have been $6,200. A. E. Bost- 
wick, Brooklyn Public Library, con- 
tributed a paper on ‘‘ Qualifications, etc., 
of Attendants in Open-Shelf Depart- 
ment.’? The state and law libraries 
section, with Miss L. E. Stearns, Mil- 
waukee, in the chair listened to papers 
on ‘‘State Reports, Digests and Sessions 
Laws,’’ by Dr. G. E. Wire, Worcester 
County Law Library, Massachusetts ; 
“*Cooperation of State Librarians and 
State Lib: Commissions,’’ by ©. B. 
Galbreath, Ohio State Library; and 
“Lending of Books in and Out of the 
Capital City,’’ by M. Dewey of New 
York State Library. 

ARKANSAS. 

At the annual meeting of the State Bar 
Association held at Ft.Smith, papers were 
read by Judge John A. William and J. B. 
McDonongh, both of which were re- 
garded by the association as worthy of a 
special vote of thanks. A recommenda- 
tion for a reform school for boys was 

, also a resolution ee aang oe | 
i provide a judici 
im Aicti 
congested 


ASSO- 
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condition of the docket of the Supreme 
Court 


Officers elected for the ensuing year 
are: Presiient, S. R. Cockrill; secre- 
tary, Chas. F. Coleman; treasurer, 
George E. Dodge; first vice-president, 
Joseph M. Hill; a vice-president for 
each judicial circuit of the State ; Execu- 
tive Committee, J. E. Williams, Oscar 
L. Miles, J. B. McDonough, George E. 
Dodge and ©, F. Coleman. 

A motion to recommend to the execu- 
tive committee an acceptance of an in- 
vitation to hold the next meeting at Hot 
Springs was adopted. 


CONNECTICUT. 


At a recent meeting of the Hartford 
County Bar Association, a committee 
‘was appointed to confer with the legis- 
lative committee which has charge of 
the county building alterations regard- 
ing changes in the bar library and others 
affecting the court rooms. It consists of 
Oharles E. Perkins, president of the Bar 
Association, i ex-officio, and 
Attorneys Charles E. Gross, Noble E. 
Pierce and Harrison B. Freeman, Jr. 

The recent addition of forty-five new 
law reports to the library of the Tolland 
County Bar Association gives a total 
number of about five hundred books in 
the library. The library was organized 
about two years ago, and is located in 
the small room in the Memorial build- 
ings, adjoining the Superior Court room 
in Rockvile. More room is already 
needed for the books. The association 
receives $300 from the county by order 
of the county commissioners, and the 
income from a $1,000 legacy left to each 
county in the State by the late Aaron 
White of Thompson. The books are 
open to all citizens of the county, under 
certain restrictions. The library con- 
tains 175 Massachusetts Reports and 
Digests; 80 Connecticut Reports and 
Digests; 20 English Ruling Cases; 40 
text books, and many other important 
law works. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Bar Association of the District of 
Columbia held a special meeting late on 
the afternoon of June 7, in compliance 
with a request of ten of its members, 
who desired the organization to consider 
the advisability of urging Congress to 
delay action on the proposed code of law 
for theDistrict of Columbia. The adjuurn- 
ment of Congress without taking action 
on the code removed the necessity for 
holding the meetings but advantage was 
taken of the occasion by some of the 
attorneys to give expression to their be- 
lief that errors exist in the proposed 
code. 

After considerable discussion it was 
decided that a comm:ttee of nine, to be 
selected from among those interested in 
the calling of the meeting, should 
submit suggested amendmnets of the 
proposed code to the legislative com- 
mittee of the bar Association by the 15th 
of September, and that amendments 
which did not commend themselves to 
the legislative committee should be sub- 
mitted to the Bar Association for con- 
sideration in October. 


INDIANA. 

All the lawyers in Indianapolis will 
close their offices at noon on Saturdays 
during the summer vacation if they con- 
form to a resolution adopted by the 
Indianapolis Bar Association, on June 
4. The resolution was introduced by 
Judge Lewis O. Walker, and declared 
that the law offices in the city should be 
closéd on Saturday afternoons while the 





courts are not in session this summer. 
The court vacation does not begin until 
July 15 this —_. and will continue 
until the middle of September, the 
courts having decided’ with the general 
approval of the lawyers, to have the 
vacation two weeks later than has been 
the custom. The resolation for Satur- 
day closing was carried without a dis- 
senting voive among those present at the 
Bar Association meeting, though only 
small part of the membership was there, 
but those who passed it expressed the 
opinion that most of the lawyers in the 
city approve of a Saturday holiday. 


IOWA. 


Great preparations are being made in 
Iowa City by the committee of local 
lawyers to receive the State Bar Asso- 
ciation when it meets July 17 and 18. 
The meeting will be one of the largest 
and most important held here for a 
number of years. 

The second annual convention of the 
Iowa County Attorneys’ Association met 
at Des Moines on June 6, with thirty- 
five members present. C. H. George of 
Clinton county, is president, and John 
McClennan, of Polk county, secretary 
and treasurer, Judge Charles A. Bishop, 
of Polk County District Court, delivere 
the address of welcome and the response 
was made by Ed. R. Harlan, of Van 
Beuren. Judge Zala M. Church, of 
Jefferson, candidate for judge of Iowa 
Supreme Court addressed the convention 
on ‘‘ Marriage and Divorce.’’ He closed 
with a plea for uniform divorce laws 
throughout the United States, where it 
is easier to get a divorce than in almost 
any other country. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The new Worcester Law Lib at 
the Court House was recently completed 
and opened to the members of the bar. 
The location is one of the best in the 
whole Court House, with plenty of light 
and an unobstructed view of the street. 

Dr. G. E. Wire, deputy librarian, has 
personally superintended the construc- 
tion and from time to time has consulted 
with the architects and builders. Addi- 
tional skylights have been put into what 
is now the book room and stairs put in 
at the north end and a bridge con- 
structed to connect the galleries. 

At night the 70 electric light make the 
room perfectly lighted in every part. 
The lights are arranged on the walls, 
tables, desks and ceiling. The walls 
are shelved on the sides and are filled 
with books that are in most demand. 

There are 16 tables handsomely and 
substantially constructed of oak. They 
are arranged in rows with an electric 
light over each so that the light will 
fall directly down upon the books 
or papers that are being examined. 

table is fitted with the latest kind 
of ink stand, blotter, etc. At the north 
end of the room are six revolving book 
cases near the desks of the librarian and 
his assistants. The room is artistically 
decorated; the ceiling is cream color, 
the walls a light green that harmonizes 
with the darker green of the cork carpet. 
This carpet is something entirely new 
and will be much appreciated by those 
who dislike any noise when they are 
reading or studying. 

It is very thick and soft and a footfall 
can scarcely be heard on its yielding 
surface. e fire places at either end 


of the room add a home like look to the 
place, and if needed in the water months 
arousing fire can be lighted in them. 
yellow brick 
. The librarian’s 


They are constructed o 
with oak trimming 








ill h shel desks end ot 
room w ave ves, desks 
volving cases. The ant = 
between the reading room and the 
room will also be refitted with shelves 
for er folio reports. For a lo 
time Dr. Wire has felt that the cram 
condition of hislibrary demanded larger 
quarters and the increase in the number 
of books and an increase in the number 
of persons using the library made the 
enlargement a work of necessity. 

That the library is constantly growing 
is shown by the last report of Dr. Wire 
issued the latter part of March. He 
says that there have been added sings 
the last report 66 volumes making » 
total of 19,771. 

Among the thousands of books there 
are some interesting from an anti. 
quarian’s point of view. There is a set 
of Thomas’ Farmer’s Almanac that, 
with the exception of the year 1816, 
runs from 1812 to 1898. .This is a work 
that old time agriculturists used to 
swear by and in the almanacs there is 
much material, interesting locally. 
There is a set of Georgia I aws that in- 
clude the war period. In one of the 
volumes there is a bill of sale of a negro 
that calls to mind the days of slavery. 

Among the gifts during the past year, 
is a set of 57 volumes’ of United States 
documents that was given by ex-Con. 
gressman J. H. Walker, through the 
American Antiquarian Society. The 
secretary of State or Librarian of 18 
states has sent to the Worcester library 
its annual session laws. Congressman 
John R. Thayer has given the library a 
set of six volumes of United States In- 
ternational Arbitrations. 

Dr. Wire does not believe in taking 
too many sets of reports, which he says 
are often times merely hashed up from 
official reports. He thinks that while 
valuable for some lawyers remote from 
a law library, they are not needed ina 
library the size of the Worcester County 
library. 

About 50 text books have been pur- 
chased during the past year principally 
appertaining to commercial law. 

As showing the attendance and use of 
books during the year Dr. Wire has 
compiled the following table: 


EEE: 6.0:0,4:0 ws tr 3 bbe 275 1,021 
/ _ Serer ar 252 961 
OF wind nwinse& pag0 at aun Wiae 296 1,129 
Es © «00 s.0.5 pons alee eee 202 677 
WU: .'s secentintidud sanded 116 474 
I i bahia cs Heke te hae 124 487 
September. ............ 217 1,448 

PO 218 
TIOVGMRUOP wc ccccace 172 851 
December............... 175 891 
Ly Serer 123 519 
February. ............+00 88 396 
2,258 9,792 

MICHIGAN. 


Ann Arbor, May 23.—The first annua? 
memorial exercises of ‘‘Cooley Day,’ 
ina in memory of Judge Thomas 
M. ley, the noted constitutional ad- 
vocate and writer, were held to-day in 
University Hall in conjunction with the 
annual meeting of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation. Besides a large attendance of 
Michigan attorneys, the judges of the 
Supreme Court and Judge W. R. Day, 
ex-secretary of state, were present. The 
first address was by Justice Grant, who 

id an eulogy to the deceased. Mr. 
oittioal showed his distaste - i 

methods by saying mone 
demanded of cumtidaees for cial pos - 
tions is:due to the dem use O 
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in iti campaigns. ‘‘ Now 
eee endidate go to a hotel and keep 
open house. I protest against the custom 
gs it opens the door to reprehensible 
methods, and I trust that the State Bar 
Association will condemn it.’’ 

Ex-Justice Benjamin F. Graves, the 
only living man who was a contemporary 
with Judge Cooley on the bench, gave a 
reminiscent address. Judge Day and 
others also paid their tributes to the dis- 
tinguished jurist. 

An address by William R. Day on 
“How May We Govern Our New Terri- 

?’’? was the feature at the opening 
session of the annual meeting of the 
State Bar Association. 

In the evening the University of Michi- 
gan law class of 1900 gave a banquet in the 
Waterman gymnasium to the faculty 
and members of the law department and 
the State Bar Association. Among who 
addressed the 500 banqueters were Presi- 
dent Angel and Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court Robert Montgomery. 


On May 24th the association 
reassembled in one of the com- 
modious rooms of the law department. 
Prof. Thompson appointed the following 
committees: On nominations, Messrs. 
Durand of Saginaw ; January, of Detroit, 
and Sagendorf, of Jackson; on executive 
committee, Messrs. Haight, of Grand 
Rapids; Corbin, of Eaton Rapids, and 
Marphy of Detrvit. 

Dr. W. J. Herdman, of the medical 
faculty of the university, was the first 

ker, his subject teing ‘‘ Expert 
Medical Evidence From a Physician's 
Standpoint.’’ Prof. Herdman detailed 
the disrepute into which expert medical 
witnesses have fallen. The chosen wit- 
ness may often be ignorant. He may be 
dishonest—his opinion is either worth- 
less or hurtful. He only may act the 
part of the counsel and not of the judge. 
Circumstances are still against the wit- 
ness. He is often unfitted for making 
_ the technical opinions he may 
ve. He is pitted against lawyers in- 
tent on overturning his testimony. 
Medical science is also changing con- 
stantly. Honest differences are to be 
expected Now for the remedy. Select 
honest and capable men only; give all 
the most favorable opportunities for in- 
vestigation and judgment. How shall 
these experts be chosen? 1. Experts 
should be appointed by the trial judge. 
2. Expense should be borne by the 
court. 8 Such evidence should be in 
writing. 4. Every opportunity for in- 
vestigation should be given each expert. 
5. Properly qualified persons only should 
be chosen. These requirements are cer- 
maly — of — 7, essential. 
m plans sugges and in part 
adopted in New York, Illinois, and 
Pennsylvania, a working system ought 
easily to be formed. 

Hon. De Vere Hall, of Saginaw, was 
the next speaker, his subject, ‘‘A 
Neglected Study‘’’ referring to the writ- 
ings of Moses which he believed every 
lawyer could profitably study. The 
establishment of courts, the criminal 
code and the civil rights were important 
labors of Moses. A review of the rules 
of evidence and the various laws as set 
down by the great law giver made up a 
most interesting and profitable paper. 

_ On motion of Justice OC. B. Grant the 
important paper read by Dr. Herdman 
was referred to a committee who were 
to consider and report at the next annual 
bar association meeting desirable legisla- 
tion for carrying out the recommenda- 
tions of the same. The appointment of 





this committee was referred to the in- 
coming president. 

On the motion of Mr. Weadock the 
association expressed its satisfaction 
with Senator Hoar’s federal judicial 

bill, Another motion looking 
toward agitation for an increase of the 
salary of the state attorney-general was 
likewise adopted. The judiciary com- 
mittee was given charge of this matter. 

Justice Grant presented a resolution 
strongly, condemning, candidates for 
supreme circuit or municipal judgeship 
who kep open house during judicial 
conventions or for attending the same. 
Adopted after a number of favoring 
speeches. A discussion arose over a 
motion favoring the abolishing of the 
fee system in the compensation of jus- 
tices of the peace and their future pay- 
ment by fixed salaries. The whole mat- 
ter was finally referred to the committee 
on legislation for future action. 

The treasurer’s annual report showed 
a balance on hand of $970.59. Collec- 
tions during the year $343. Received 
from preceding treasurer, $761.61. 

The committee on nominations re- 
ported as follows: For president, George 
W. Weadock, of Saginaw; for vice- 
president, William S. Howard, of Kala- 
mazoo; for secretary, Andrew J. Lynd 
of Saginaw; for treasurer, Nathan S. 
Wood, of Saginaw. The committee’s 
report carried also a recommendation 
that the next annual bar association 
meeting be held at Saginaw. The en- 
tire report was adopted. 

Justice Grant proposed a resolution as 
to the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court. After much discussion, usually 
in its favor, it was referred to the com- 
mittee on legislation. The resolution 
reads as follows: 


‘* Whereas, the right of appeal depends 
entirely upon statute, and 

‘*Whereas, we believe that the right of 
appeal to the Supreme Court should be 
limited in amount unless some import- 
ant principle is involved upon which the 
court has not passed, and 

‘*Whereas, the law limiting appeals 
from the justice of the peace from Wayne 
county to the circuit court has operated 
to the advantage of both courts and 
litigants; therefore 

**Resolved, That in the opinion of this 
association the legislature should pass an 
act limiting appeals to the Supreme 
Court, thus relieving both the court and 
litigants. 

**Resolved, further, That the legisla- 
tive committee be instructed to draft a 
memorial to the legislature for that pur- 

and to prepare and to present a bill 

r enactment.’’ 

During the discussion Justice Grant 
took occasion to comment upon the lack 
of enthusiasm and attendance at the 
meeting, Justice Grant’s resolutions will 


be a matter for special discussion at the j 


next annual meeting at Saginaw. 

The association voted the appointment 
of a committee of twelve to arrange for 
the celebration of Marshall Day, Feb. 4, 
1901, the one hundredth anniv of 
Justice Marshall’s installation into office. 

‘‘The following executive committee 
was chosen, one member for each con- 

ssional district of the state: 1. Wil- 
flem L. Carpenter; 2. Thomas E. Bark- 
worth; 8. John B. Shipman; 4. Dallas 
Baudeman; 5. Jacob Kleinhaus; 6. R. 
CO. Ostrander; 7. Martin Crocker; 8. L. 
T. Durand; 9. F. J. Russell; 10. J. C. 
Weadock; 11. E. Pratt; 12. Dan. H. 
Ball. 


Resolutions of thanks to the Washtenaw 
bar and the university faculty for cour- 





tesies and entertainment were passed, 
after which the association adjourned. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The Hudson County Bar Association 
has decided to raise money for the pur- 
chase of a life-size portrait of the late 
Chancellor McGill. It will cost, it is 
estimated, from $750 to $1,000. Whether 
the portrait will be hung in the State 
House at Trenton or in the Hudson 
County Court House has not yet been 
decided. an 

The committee of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation appointed to prepare a plan of 
reorganization of the State judiciary met 
at the house of the Essex Club in 
Newark, on June 12th. Judge J. 
Franklin Fort, the chairman, presided 
at the session. After a discussion Allen 
H. Strong of New Brunswick, the secre- 
tary, gave out the proposed amendments 
to the Constitution drafted by the com- 
mittee. The proposed amendments con- 
tain the following provisions: 

The governor, or person administering 
the government, the chancellor and the 
attorney-general, or two of them of 
whom the governor or person adminis- 
tering the government shall be one, may 
remit fines and forfeitures and grant 
pardons, after conviction, in all cases. 
except impeachment. 

The Court of Errors and Appeals shall 
consist of a chief judge and four asso- 
ciate judges, or any four of them. 

In case any judge of said court shall 
be disqualified to sit in any cause, or 
shall be unable for the time being to 
discharge the duties of his office, 
whereby the whole number of judges 
capable of sitting shall be reduced below 
four, the governor shall designate a jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court to discharge 
such duties until the disqualification or 
inability shall cease. 

The Secretary of State shall be the 
clerk of this court. 

When any writ of error shall be 
brought, any judicial opinion in the 
cause, in favor of or against any error 
complained of, shall be assigned to the 
court in writing. When an appeal shall 
be taken from an order or decree of the 
Court of Chancery, the chancellor or 
vice-chancellor making such a decree or 
order shall inform the court in writing. 
of the reason for his order or decree. 

The jurisdiction heretofore exercised 
by the Supreme Court by writ of error 
shall be exclusively vested in the Court 
of Errors and Appeals, but any writ of 
error pending in the Supreme Court at 
the time of adoption of this amendment 
shall be proceeded upon as if no change 
had taken place. 

The granting of a rule to show cause. 
why a verdict should not be set aside 
shall not be conditioned upon or be a. 
waiver of any exception. 

The Court of Chancery shall consist of 
a chancellor and such number of vice- 
chancellors as shall be provided by law, 
each of whom may execise the jurisdic- 
tion of the court. The chancellor shall 
make rules governing the hearing of 
causes and the practice of the court. 
where the same is not regulated by 
statute. 

The vice-chancellors shall be appointed 
by the chancellor. 

The court may sit in divisions at the 
same or different times and places. 

The Court of Common Pleas shall be 
constituted and held in each county in 
such manner as may be provided by law. 

Judges of the Court of Errors and Ap- 

justices of the Supreme Court, 
the chancellor and judges of the Circuit 
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Court and of the Court of Common Pleas 
shall be nominated by the governor and 
appointed by him with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. The Judges of 
the Court of Errors and Appeals, except 
those first anvpointed ; the justices of the 
Sureme Court, the chancellor and the 
vice-chancellors shall hold their office for 
the term of seven years, and shall at 
stated times receive for their services a 
ee yaa tion which shall not be dimin- 
i during the term of their appoint- 
ment; and they shall hold no other 
office under the government of this state 
or the United States. 


The judges of the Court of Errors and 
Appeals first appointed Shall be appointed 
one for three years, two for five years 
and two for seven years. - Judges of the 
Court of Common Pleas shall hold their 
offices for the term of five years. 


After the session the committee dined 
at the clubhouse, the members i 
guests of Judge Fort. The committee 
consisted of Judge. Fort, chairman ; for- 
mer Judge Garretson, Jersey City; for- 
mer Speaker Bergen, Elizabeth ; e 
Stevenson, Paterson; former Judge 
Woodruff, Newark ; Senator Cross, Eliza- 
beth; Judge Sinnickson, Salem; United 
States District Attorney David O. Wat- 
kins, Woodbury; Allen H. Strong, New 
Brunswick, and Attorney-General Grey. 

The changes, if agreed to by the Bar 
Association, cannot be made effective 
until they are accepted by two succes- 
sive Legislatures and by the voters of 
the State to ratify them at special elec- 
tion following legislative action. 


NEW YORK. 

William P. Rudd, chairman of the 
lawyers’ meeting held some time ago 
for the purpose of forming an Albany 
ounty Bar Association, has appointed 
the following committees: On constitu- 
tion and by-laws, Marcus T. Hun, 
Charles J. Buchanan and Arthur L. 
Andrews; incorporation and organiza- 
tion, James F. Tracey, Howard Hend- 
rickson, and James W. Eaton; nomina- 
tion of officers, George Lawyer, Freder- 
ick E. Wadhams and Charles H. Mills. 
Just as soon as these committees report 
steps will be taken to form a permanent 
organization, elect officers and increase 
the already long list of members. 

The Qneens County Bar Association 
appointed this committee to represent 
the association before the Charter Re- 
vision Commission: First ward, Lucian 
N. Manley, Walter J. Foster, and John 
A. Leech; Second ward, John E. Van 
Nostrand, Clarence Edwards; Third 
ward, Edward E. Sprague, Clinton B. 
Smith and Joseph Fitch; Fourth ward, 
©ol. William S. Cogswell; William W. 
Gillen and Henry A. Monfort; fifth 


ward, J. J. Lenahan and Archibald 
Mutch. 


A meeting of the Rochester Bar 
Association was held on May 31, to 
take action in regard to the appoint- 
ment of John R. Hazel of Buffalo to 
the bench of the new federal district. 
Over one hundred lawyers were present 
President James W. Taylor, in callin 
the meeting to order, stated that the 
purpose of the meeting was to hear the 
arguments of Buffalo attorneys con- 
versant with Mr. Uazel’s career at the 
bar, both pro and con., in respect to his 
fitness for elevation to the bench. 

Tracy ©. Becker, John Cunneen and 
bt Rebadow were present in Mr. 

*s interest. The opposition was 


represented by Frederick G. Mitchell 
and Frank B, Steele, 





A resolution was adopted by the meet- 
ing that a)l interested have the floor to 
present their views and arguments. 

Mr. Steele then read the substance of 
an affidavit prepared and submitted to 
the Senate committee recounting the ex- 
tent of Mr. Hazel’s court experience and 
Mr. Steele also supplemented the affidavit 
with many facts of his personal knowl- 
edge as to Mr. Hazel’s unfitness, because 
of lack of experience for the position to 
which he aspired. 

John Cunneen then spoke in favor of 

Mr. Hazel. 
Tracy C. Becker followed Mr. Cunneen 
and urged Mr. Hazel’s indorsement. 
Mr. Becker stated that years Mr. 
Hazel and he were partners and said 
that he knew of many cases which Mr. 
Hazel had helped to prepare and try, 
but mentioned no specific cases. 

When Mr. Becker finished, Frederick 
G. Mitchell recounted the history of the 
movement to affect a division of the 
Federal district of Northern New York 
and secure another Federal court for 
this state. He refuted certain state- 
ments made by Mr. Becker in reference 
to Mr. Hazel’s acquaintance with United 
States practice. 

When Mr. Mitchell had finished a dis- 
cussion arose and while Mr. Hazel had 
some warm supporters present, it was 
plainly to be seen that the majority of 
the Rochester lawyers did not regard 
his candidacy with favor. It was finally 
agreed to adjourn the meeting until the 
next day. On June 1, the association 
assembled. After nearly two hours of 
discussion in which t friends and 
opponents of Mr. Hazel, expressed their 
views in strong and even bitter language, 
the association decided by a vote of 34 
to 32 to take no action either endorsing 
or condemning Mr. Hazel’s appoint- 
ment. This decision was regarded as 
somewhat of a triumph by Mr. Hazel’s 
Buffalo friends, as they had not hoped 
to have his nomination endorsed, and 
had come to Rochester for the purpose 
of preventing, if possible, unfavorable 
action by the Rochester Bar. 

. OHIO. 


The Columbus Law Library association 
held its annnal meeting at the court 
house recently and the following officers 
were elected: Hon. Gilbert H. Stewart, 
president ; Governor Geo. K. Nash, vice- 
president ; F.C. Hubbard, treasurer; E.B. 
McCarter, secreary ; C.T. Keach, librarian ; 
Governor George K. Nash, Hon. H. J. 
Booth, Hon. Gilbert H. Stewart and 
Hon. W. O. Henderson, trustees. 
Librarian Keach’s report showed. that 
1,000 volumes had been added to the 
library during the year, making 4,216 
volumes now in the library. 

The annual meeti of the Cincinnati 
Law Library Association was held in 
the Circuit Court room, on the morning 
of June 2. The treasurer, Thornton M. 
Hinkle, made his report showing receipts 
of $5,046.82, and expenditures of $4,- 
961.43, leaving a balance of $445.39. 
There are now 20,828 volumes in the 
library, representing an investment since 
the burning of the courthouse in 1884 of 
$76,824.79. In his report he paid a 
tribute to the late M. W. Myers, and 
said the library, as it stands to-day, 
was a monument to his fidelity of service 
for over 30 years. The same trustees 
were re elected, and they elected the 
same officers. 

The officers elected were Judge Har- 
mon, president; John ©. Healey, vice- 
president; Thornton M. Hinkle, treas- 
urer. The Book Committee appointed 





was Judge Harmon, Judge Worthington 


ee, 





and Judge Sayler. The clerk of the 
trustees that 


were 
live shares’ of stock in the ennociatialt 


that is, that many shares that were = 
ing regularly and promptly. Willins 
Herron the clerk was re-elected. Eq. 
ward Gholson was re elected librarian, 
A motion was made to make the assegg. 
ment $15 for the year. Another wags 
offerei to make it $5 in view of the 
$20,000 legacy of the late Rufus King 
but when it was explained that that 
woald not be available during this year 
the $5 motion was withdrawn. 


VIRGINIA. 


The twelth annual meeting of the Vir. 
ginis State Bar Association will be held 
at Old Point on July 17th, 18th, and 
19th. This is somewhat later than usual 
for the seashore, but the summer term 
of the Supreme Court of Appeals will 
then be ended at Wytheville, and the 
judges of that court and members of the 
bar in attendance thereon will be thus 
have an pportunity to be present. The 
association will make its headquarters 
at Hotel Chamberlin. 

The annual address will be delivered 
by Prof. Charles Noble Gregory, assist. 
ant dean of the law school of the 
University of Wisconsin. Prof. Gre 
has chosen for his subject, ‘‘ Bent 
and the Codifiers.’’ 

Col. William A. Anderson, of Lexing. 
ton, the president, will deliver an ad- 
dress, entitled ‘‘ Constitutions and Their 
Makers. ’’ 7 


A paper will be read Capt. Charles 
M. Blackford, of —_ burg, entitled 
‘“‘The Trials and ial of Jefferson 


Davis.’’ This paper will contain much 
that has never before appeared in print, 
and will doubtless find a place among 
the historic archives of the State. Mr. 
R. T. Irvine, of Big Stone Gap, will 
read a paper entitled ‘*‘ The Lawyer of the 
Future ;’’ and Mr. John Allen Watts, of 
Roanoke, will deliver an address on the 
subject of ‘‘ Taxation. ’’ 


WASHINGTON. 

Tacoma, June 2.—The Pierce County 
Bar Association, recently reorganized, 
held an adjourned meeting at the court 
house this morning. at which thirty 
members of the bar joined the society, 
which now includes all the leadin 
lawyers of the city. The officers elect 
are: T. L. Stiles, president; T. 0. 
Abbott, vice-president; A. R. Hellig, 
secretary ; and O. G. Ellis, treasurer. 





THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


(Attorneys are requested to send notices of 
change of address, o' ization and dissolution 
of partnership, etc., for insertion. No charge 
is made.—Ed.) 





NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Greenwich.—Stephen L. Radford has 
opened an office in rooms over E. G. 

agners’ harness store. 

New London.—George Cartis Morgan 
has moved his office from the Garfield 
building to the Neptune building. 

West .—H. R. Sherwood has opened 
an office in rooms over Salmon & Co.'s 
dry goods store in State street. 


MAINE. 


Bangor.—The firm of Wardwell & 
Blanchard, has been dissolved by mutual 
consent. Normal Wardwell the senior 





member will continue in practice at 67 
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d street, and A. L. Blanchard, 
ior member, will move into the 
pass building as soon as his offices there 
are completed. 
Brewer.—Mayor Charles J. Hutchings 
moved his Brewer branch offices 
from the Mailing building on Main street 
~ rooms over Bisbee B. Merrill’s drug 
gore in Kenny block, Holyoke square. 
lewiston.—Wallace R. Lambert of 
(aribou has opened a branch office in 
Lewiston. 
Lewiston.—A. R. Masson has formed a 
o-partnership with R. W. Emerson. 


Norway.—Holt & Barnes is the name 
ofa new firm in Norway. The members 
gre Charles E. Holt and Charles P. 


Barnes and they occupy the office in 
Hathaway block where the senior : 
ner has for mamy years been found by 
his clients. 

Waterville.—J. H. McCone has moved 
his office to the room in the rear of 
Brown & Brown, in the Burleigh block. 

Waterville.—J. A. Letourneau has 

an office in Room 4 Thayer 


MASSAOHUSETTS. 


Boston.—Leon R. Eyges has opened 
an office in the Lears building. 


Newburyport.—Judge Thomas ‘0. 
Simpson has taken the suite of rooms 
over Toppan’s clothing store in Market 

mare and has had them furnished for 

purposes. 

Roxbury.—For better handling of their 
Roxbury and Brookline practice the 
frm of Mullen, Whelton and Coulter 


have opened offices in the Eames build- 
ing, 1140 Columbus avenue, Roxbury 
Crossing. 


Salem.—P. J. McUCuske has removed 
his office to the Odell block on Washing- 
ton street. 

Webster.—Webster is to have a new 
lawyer in Archer R. Greeley of Mill- 
bury. He will be associated with the 
Webster interests of John S. Gould, a 
former Webster attorney, who is now 
established in Worcester. Mr. Greeley 
will have desk room in the Webster law 
office of Edgar S. Hill, bank building. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Ooncord.—The firm of Leach & Stevens 
has changed its name to Leach, Stevens 
&Couch. The new partner is Benjamin 
W. Couch of this city. 


VERMONT. 


Bennington. —O. M. Barber has been 
-_ tted to practice in the United States 
urts. 


Highgate.—George Burleson of St. 
Albans has opened an office over J. B. 
Cross’ store. 

Lyndonville.—A new firm has been 
established by E. A. Cook, of Newport, 
and N. A. Norton of this place, as Cook 
& Norton, with offices in Seeems block. 


MIDDLB ATLANTIC STATES. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Passaic.— Paul R. Lefferts has rented 
the offices in the News building formerly 
“occupied by Judge Watson. 


Paterson.—Mr. Frederick F. Searing, 

Bs teller of the Paterson National 

for the past ten years, has resigned 

his position to engage in the practice of 

law and has opened an office for that 

oe in the Paterson National Bank 
g. 





NEW YORK. 

Buffalo.—Edward W. Werick and Ed- 
ward C. Handwerk have dissolved the 
partnership heretofore existing between 
them. In the future they will practice 
at the same address, 56 Erie Oounty 
Bank building, each for himself. 

Buffalo.—The firm of Sickmon & 
Forsyth has been dissolved. Mr. Charles 
E. Forsyth has opened offices in the D. 8S. 
Morgan building, while Mr. Charles W. 
Sickmon will remain in the Law Ex- 
c 

Berkshire.—Myron E. Gray formerly 
of Ogdensburg has opened an office here. 

Cortland.—Warren L. Loope of Mat- 
teawan has opened an office in Cortland. 

Penn Yan.—A Gridley has removed 
his office to the rooms formerly occupied 
by the late William B. Sheldon, in the 
Lown block. 

Niagara Falls.—Charles R. Delmage 
of this city and Herman 8. Lary of 
Buffalo have formed a partnership for 
practice in this city. 

Syracus.—A new firm has been formed 
to be known as White, Ryan & Lang with 
offices in the White Memorial building. 
The members are: Andrew 8S. White, 
Edward C. Ryan and Louis P. Lang. 

Ticonde .—N. T. Hewitt of Keese- 
ville has formed a partnership with 
Robert Dornburgh to conduct a law 
office in Ticonderoga. Mr. Hewitt has 
practised in Keesville since 1883. 

Troy.—John W. Roberts, private sec- 
retary to Mayor Conway, has removed 
his offices from 279 River street, where 
he had been located for the past ten 
years at No. 83 Third street. 

Troy.—Irving Hayner and H. Judd 
Ward, have formed a partnership. Mr. 
Ward changes his office from the Union 
bank building on Fourth street to the 
chambers occupied by Mr. Hayner on 
First street. 

White Plains.—Charles A. Dryer has 
moved his office from the Johnson build- 
ing to the Central Bank building, tak- 
ing the rooms occupied by the late M. 
M. Siliman. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Clearfield.—Hazard A. Murray has 
opened an office over Shapiro’s clothing 
store, next to the County National Bank, 
on Market street. 

Lewisburg.—Katharine Pontius Baker, 
daughter of Thomas Baker, an attorney 
of this place, has been recently admitted 
to practice in the courts of Union 
County. She is Union County’s first 
woman lawyer. Miss Baker is a gradu- 
ate of Bucknell institute and the 
Woman’s College, Baltimore. She read 
law with her father. 


Muncy. —J. Fred. Katzmaier, of 
Williamsport has opened an office in 
Muncy in rooms on North Main street 
over T. G. Swenk’s store. 


Pittsburg.—E. W. Arthur, H. H. Pat- 
terson, and George W. Porter; have 
formed the firm of Patterson, Arthur & 
Porter. They are located in the Park 
building. 

Scranton.—Frank EK. Donnelly of 
Wilkesbarre has moved his office to 
Scranton, where he will become a partner 
of his elder brother. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


GEORGIA. 
Athens.—Athens has a new law firm. 
Col. Grigsby E. Thomas and Jos. CO. 
Bernard are the members, and their 
offices are in tne McDowell building on 
College avenue. 
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Louisville.—Wilbur R. Ellis has moved 
his office into that of Judge Smith on 
Pearl street. 

MARYLAND. 

Baltimore.—Messrs. Geo Weene 
Williams and Oarroll T. md have 
formed a copartnership under the firm 
name of Williams & Bond. They will 
have offices at 918-922 Equitable building. 


TENNESSEE. 
Clarksville.—A new firm has been 
formed consisting of G. L. Pitt of this 
city and A. Boyard, formerly of Stewart 
County. 
Jamestown.—Baker & Alfred have 
dissolved partnership by mutual consent 


CENTRAL STATES. 


ILLINOIS. 


Bloomington.—The firm of Pollock & 
Pollock and Henry D. Spencer will 
occupy rooms together on the fourth 
floor of the First National Bank build- 
ing. Mr. John E. Pollock bas been 
practicing in his old location, the south- 
west corner of Main and Washington 
streets, for the past twenty-five years. 


Casey.—Hiram L. Scranton has moved 
his office from Greenup to Casey. 


Champaigne.—A. S. Weeks has opened 
an office in the Ahrens building on 
North Walnut street. 

Denver.—At the age of 71 Mrs. Catha- 

rine VY. Waite is about to form a law 
partnership in Denver with ler hus- 
baud, former Judge Charles B. Waite. 
The firm will be C. B. and C. V. Waite. 
Mrs. Waite was born in Canada and 
educated in Galesburg, IUl., 
Oberlin college. President Lincoln ap- 
pointed her husband United States jus- 
tice for Idaho. While her husband was 
traveling in Europe from 1885 to 1887 
Mrs. Waite took the course in the Union 
College of Law and was admitted to the 
bar. For several years she edited tne 
Law Times. 

Rockford.—C. W. Ferguson has moved 
his office into his new apartments over 
the waiting room in West State street. 

Spring Valley.—C. N. Holerick for- 
merly of oa ve soon open an 

ey. 





office at Spring 
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INDIANA. 


Crawfordsville.—The firm of Burton 
& Jones has been dissolved as Charles 
W. Burton has gone to Spokane (Wash). 
Walter Jones has taken a partner, 
Joseph E. Beasley of Bloomfield, who 
has been attending the law school at the 
State University. 

Laurel.—M. P. Hubbard has moved his 
office to the second floor of the Bank 
building. 

Franklin.—Nat Lacey has opened an 
office in the Jones building. 

Shelbyville.—Isaac Carter, who fora 
number of years has been the partner of 
Thomas B. Adams, has opened an office 
in the Hamilton building, corner of 
Harrison and Jackson streets, his rooms 
being in the rear of the Central Union 
Telephone exchange. 

Terre Haute.—Wilson H. Soale has 
moved his office from 31444 Main street 
to Rooms 13, 14 and 15 Erwin block. 


IOWA. 

Cedar Rapids.—Senator J. H. Trewin 
of Lansing has become a partner in the 
firm of Crissman & Holbrook, and the 
name of the concern will hereafter be 
Crissman, Trewin & Holbrook. 


Davenport.—Ruymann and Ruymann 
is the name of a new Davenport firm. 
The members are OC. J. and Adolf Ruy- 
mann. 

Des Moines.—Another new firm has 
entered the field, I. J. Mulvaney re- 
cently admitted to practice in this state, 
has formed a partnership with J. T. 
Mulvaney. The firm name will be Mul- 
vaney Bros., with offices in the Hawk- 
eye Insurance building. 

MICHIGAN. 

Bay City.—The partnership of Simon- 
son, Gillett & Courtright has been ter- 
minated. Mr. Courtright has engaged 
offices in the Crapo block and adjoining 
him, Richard A. McKay will take offices. 
E. S. Clark becomes associated with 
Simonson & Gillett. 

Benton Harbor.—The following notice 
speaks for itself : 

Notice is hereby given that the asso- 
ciation heretofore existing between 
Frank P. Graves and Leroy A. Wilson 
ih the practice of law has, by mutual 
consent been dissolved. The business of 
the firm of Graves & Wilson will be 
continued by Mr. Graves at the offices 
now occupied by the firm in the Center 
block, and Mr. Wilson will open his 
offices to-day in rooms five and six Cen- 
ter block for the general practice of law 
and will occupy a suite of offices in the 
new Tonnelier building as soon as that 
building is completed. 

Frank P. Graves, 
Leroy A. Wilson. 


Detroit.—Look & Humphrey has been 
dissolved by mutual consent. 

Flint.—Ed. Holmes of Flint, has gone 
to Peoria, Ill., to open the office of the 
late H. A. Peirsoll, intending to con- 
tinue the practice of law there. 

Fremont.—Mr. Rozema formerly in 
the Odell block and Edwards and Emiel 
Kempf in rooms above the Bank have 
rented rooms in the Hilton block. 

Marine City.—Cyrus A. Hovey and 
Elmer Stockwell have established a 
branch office in .Marine city. Each of 
these gentlemen will spend three days a 
week in that town. 


MINNESOTA. 


Breckenridge.—Robert McMillan has 
opened an office here. 





Hutchinson.—Sam G. Anderson, Jr., 
now occupies the building belonging to 
Will Kiesler on North Main street as a 
law office. 

Minneapolis.—T. A. Garrity has moved 
his offices to 105, the Phoenix, Phone 
2580. 

Minneapolis.—Gov. Lint has reap- 
pointed Weed Monro of Minneapolis, 
and M. L. Countryman of St. Paul, as 
membersof the state board of examiners- 
at-law, for another term of three years. 

OHIO. 


Akron.—The firm of Atterholt, Marvin 
& Rogers has been dissolved, Mr. Atter- 
holt retiring from active practice. He 
expects to spend the greater part of his 
time for the next year in New York, 
where he has many interests. 

Alliance.—J. S. Miller of Medina, has 
—— the office fixtures and entire 
egal business of the late Alonzo C. 
Strong. 

Bryan.—Chauncey L. Newcomer has 
purchased a half interest in the office 
building and premises of M. M. Booth- 
man, and has a working interest in the 
business of the office which will finally 
result in a partnership as soon as ad- 
mitted to the bar. 

Cleveland.—C. L. Stocker has become 
a member of the firm of Carpenter & 
Young with which he has been con- 
nected for some time. The firm name 
now is Carpenter, Young & Stocker. 

Greenville.—O. E. Harrison has re- 
moved to this city from Franklin and 
begun the practice of law. Mr. Harri- 
son has been admitted to — 
with one of the leading s. The 
style of the new firm will be Allread, 
Teegarden & Harrison. 

Hamilton.—The firm of Thomas and 
Brate, (B. F. Thomas and J. E. Brate) 
has dissolved partnership. 

Lima.—The firm of Williamson & 
Blank has been dissolved. Both Mr. 
Williamson and Mr. Blank will continue 
in practice. The latter will remain in 
the offices now occupied by the firm and 
Mr. Williamson will locate the rooms 
formerly occupied by Messrs. Hughes 
and Weadock. 

Toledo.—Frederick B. Willard, who 
has been associated with the firm of 
Doyle & Lewis for the past ten years, 
has resigned and will practice individu- 
ally. He has opened a suite of rooms in 
the Gardner building. 

Youngstown.—E. H. Moore and W. J. 
Williams have formed a partnership. 
The new firm has secured a suit of four 
rooms on the corner of the third floor of 
the new Federal building and will occupy 
them as soon as the block is completed. 

WISOONSIN. 

Green Bay.—A new firm has been 
formed in the city under the name of 
Minahan, St. Peters & Kittel. John 
Kittel, who has been practicing alone 
for some time, entering the a 
heretofore existing being Robert E. 
Minahan and Reginald St. Peters. 
Their offices will be at 222 North Wash- 
ington street, the present location of 
Minahan & #t. Peters. 

Milwaukee.—E. J. Henning, formerly 
of Kelly, Kelly, Henning & Riley, 
has become associated with Howard Van 
Wyck and J. A. F. Groth, the firm 
name now being Van Wyck, Groth and 
Henning. 

Superior.—The firm of Dickinson, 
Kennedy & Graham has dissolved part- 
nership. Mr. Dickinson will continue 
egg at the old offices in the Traux 





WESTERN STATES. 
ALASKA. 

Arthur H. Noyes of Minneano}j 
been nominated by President MeKine 
federal judge of Alaska, which is & life 
position. The salary is $6,000 a year 
Judge Noyes came to Minneapolis thiy. 
teen years ago from Grand Forks With 
J. F. McGee, present judge of the dig. 
trict court. They established the ‘Igy 
firm of Noyes & McGee, which existe 
several years. Later Mr. Noyes effected 
@ partnership with A. M. Harm 
son, which was dissolved upon the elec. 
tion of Mr. Harrison as judge of the dis. 
trict court. 

: ARIZONA, 

Nogales.—Walter J. N. McOurdy has 
moved his office from the second floor of 
the Brickwood building to the ground 
floor into rooms in the rear of P. Sap. 
doval & Co.’s bank. 


COLORADO. 


Colorado Springs.—Frank M. Perking 
and Thomas J. McParlin have formed g 
oemeeeg with offices in the First 

ational Bank block. 

Colorado Springs.—R. H. Widdecombe 
for several years with Blackmer & Me. 
Allister has severed his connection with 
that firm and opened an office in Colo. 
rado Springs. 

Denver.—Judge Milton A. Welch and 
Oscar Reuter have been admitted to 
practice in the United States Courts, 

Salida.—Wallace Schoolfield and ©. A, 
Chamberlin have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Schoolfield & 
Chamberlin. Their offices will be in 
the Collins block. 

IDAHO. 

OCambridge.—Moses H. Hopper and 
Wilson & Lovejoy have moved their 
offices to the Richardson building near 
the depot. 

KANSAS. 


Winfield.—F. L. Richardson has 
opened an office in the Thompson block. 


NEBRASKA. 


Plattsmouth.—Judge G. M. Spurlock 
and A. L. Tidd have formed a partner- 
ship as Spurlock & Tidd with offices in 
the Dovey block. 

Beatrice.—Beatrice has a new firm 
composed of A. H. Babcock, Harry E. 
Sackett and Harry E. Spafford. 


OREGON. 


La Grande.—Turner Oliver has opened 
an office here. 


UTAH. 

Salt Lake City.—F. J. Gustin who has 
been associated with Powers, Straup & 
Lippman for the past twelve months, 
has severed his connection with that 
firm and opened an office on his own 
account at 403 Atlas block. 


CUBA. 
Havana.—Senor Marti, the Fiscal, has 
been appointed judge of the Audencia. 
Senor Andrade has been appointed 
Fiscal, and will be in charge of the 

customs and postal cases. 


Havana.—Archbishop Sbarretti, ¢- 
companied by a delegation of priests 
and laymen visited the palace on May 
28, and presented to Gen. Wood a peti- 
tion bearing 31,000 names praying for & 
modification of the marriage law formu- 
lated by Gen. Brooke so that marriagé 
by an ordained minister of any rele 
will be legal. The present law only 
recognizes a civil ceremony. 
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nting the petition the arch- 
rot argued that Gen. Brooke’s decree 
parrow and un-American, being 
to moral and social order. It 
qaused 8 useless and injurious conflict 
the civil and ecclesiastical laws, 
and was a violation of the principles of 
, conscience and freedom of wor- 
ip fessed by the American Govern- 
ment and guaranteed by the Treaty of 
Paris, because it does not recognize one 
of the most sacred acts of the Catholic 
‘zion. The archbishop declared that 
nt law was contrary to that of 
every state and territory of the United 
States, and he begged that it might be 
modified to conform with the broad 
minded and liberal legislation of the 
United States on the subject, which 
recognizes as valid every marriage con- 
tracted before a daly authorized minister 
of religion. He added that the purpose 
of the petition was to show Gen. Wood 
that the people of Cuba were desirous of 
achange. He could have secured many 
more ———— names, but deemed it 
ecessary to do 80. 
mthere is little doubt that the whole 
e are opposed to the present law. 
rn expected that the law will be 
changed. The cabinet favors a modifica- 


Gen. Wood intends to submit the pro- 

changes to the Supreme Court for 

an opinion to make sure of his ground 
before considering the question. 


CANADA. 

Montreal.—W. E. Thornloe, son of 
the Bishop of Algoma, who has just 
been admitted to the practice of law, 
has opened an office in the Standard 
Chambers, 151 St. James street. 


Vancouver, (B. C.).—Another firm 
Davis & Ward, is to be added to 
the already long list in this city, says 
the Victoria Times. Few men are so 
well known throughout the Province as 
E. P. Davis, Q. C., of Vancouver, the 
senior member of the new firm. Cecil 
Ward comes from Nelson. 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 


(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 
dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—E4.) 





The Corporation Trust Company of New 
Jersey, 

The New York Office of this company 
as well as the transfer office formerly at 
27 Pine Street have been removed to 135 
Broadway, corner of Cedar Street. 

An excellent suite of well lighted and 
handsomely furnished offices has been 
leased and the ccmpany is now well 
equipped to handle its increasing busi- 
ness. Its usefulness has long since been 
Tecognized as it performs for the cor- 
poration attorney the work which the 
title companies do for the real estate 
practitioner. The experienced counsel 


on its staff is a guarantee of excellent 
work. 


Thomas S$. Kingman. 
Thomas S. Kingman has removed his 
offices from South Orange, N. J., to 34 
Pine street, Manhattan. 


Lamb & Johnson Dissolve Partnership. 
It recently became known in Brooklyn 
that the firm of Lamb & Johnson, which 
been prominent for nearly a score of 
years had dissolved on May 1, and that 





ex-Justice Jesse Johnson, owing to his 
enfeebled health, occasioned by a stroke 
of paralysis in January, had retired 
from the active practice of his profes- 
sion. By the advice of his fmends and 
his physician Mr. Johnson went to his 
country home at Babylon, Long Island. 

The other members will continue to 
practice law separately in the offices 
which the firm has occupied for several 
years in the Real Estate Exchange build- 
ing. They are Albert Lamb, Isaac 
Lublin, Alvan R. Johnson, the brother, 
and Jesse W. Johnson, the son of ex- 
Judge Johnson. 

The firm of Lamb & Johnson was 
started in May, 1881, with three mem- 
bers, Jesse Johnson, Alvin R. Johnson 
and Albert E. Lamb. This partnership 
continued until September 1897, when 
Jesse Johnson was appointed by Gover- 
nor Black to fill the vacancy on the 
bench of the Supreme Court caused by 
the death of William J. Osborne. On 
January 1, 1899, when the vacancy in 
the Supreme Court was: filled by the 
regular election, Justice Johnson re- 
entered the firm, together with his son 
Jesse W. Johnson, and Isaac Lublin, 
who had for years been the managin 
clerk. The firm was thus constitut 
until May 1, when it was dissolved. 


Richard F. Price Convicted. 


Richard F. Price, residing at 118 East 
llth street, was arraigned before Judge 
Foster on June 5, in Part II of General 
sessions, charged with grand larceny in 
the first degree. It was shown at the 
trial that in 1898 Price, who was prac- 
ticing law in the criminal courts, had a 
client named George 8. Martin who was 
in the Tombs prison awaiting trial for 
larceny. On October 27, 1898, Martin 
gave to Price a certificate of deposit for 
$2,250 on the Mercantile National Bank, 
with the understanding that $250 should 
be paid to P. A. McManus, a lawyer 
who had defended Martin, and the 
balance, $2;000 should be given as cash 
bail for Martins’ release. Price, how- 
ever, kept the entire amount and was 
not seen again by Martin. 

The latter was duly convicted and is 
now serving a two years’ sentence at 
Sing Sing. He was brought down to 
testify in the case. 

Price is a graduate of the University 
of Iowa and of Yale and has been prac- 
ticing law in New York for several 
years. 

The Bar Association, which was repre- 
sented at the trial by A. McOrane Coxe, 
said that two years ago Price had 
brought a civil suit for a client, collected 
the money on the judgment rendered 
and failed to account for it. For this 
the Bar Association was seeking to have 
Price disbarred. 

Price was convicted and Judge Foster, 
in passing sentence said that it was very 
hard for him to sentence a member of 
the profession which he so dearly loved, 
and that even the District Attorney had 
interceded in behalf of Price, but that 
he considered Price’s action iu selling 
out his client, Martin, as so despicable 
that he should be made an example of. 
He said, however, that he would make 
the sentence one year only, as that year 
to a man like Price would be more than 
five years to most men. 


Arrest of David M. Neuberger 
David M. Neuberger, recently of 256 
Broadway, was arrested on an order 
granted by Judge Lacombe charged with 
appropriating money paid to obtain ex- 
pert testimony. He was released on bail 
which was placed at $4,400. 





The alleged misap 
to have been 


caffeine, a =. charged infringement 
against the erson Drug Company, 
who make ‘‘bromo seltzer.’’ The for- 
mer company assert that Neuberger 
went to Vice ident Hammer of their 
poe cn od = said a had og 
soning by bromo seltzer. Neu x 
Tt is all said that the family of the 
child who was poisoned was poor and 
that he needed $1,500 to pay expenses to 
prove his statements. This sum together 
— $700 more, it is claimed, was given 
im. 
When the case came to tria) the matter 
was compromised for $4,250, of which it 


.is charged, Neuberger got $2,250. The 


complaint says that when Keasley & 
Mattison Co., discovered that they be- 
gan an inquiry and found that Neu- 
berger appropriated to his own use the 


money the company had given him to 
obtain testimony. 


The Court House Will Not be Closed. 

The Justices of the Supreme Court in 
the County Court house decided that the 
County Courthouse should not be closed 
on the last Friday in May, as suggested 
by a resolution of the Bar Association. 

Col. James, who introduced the reso- 
lution which was adopted by the Bar 
Association said that the County Court- 
house was in a most unsanitary condi- 
tion, and the Bar Association unani- 
mousely adopted a resolution calling 
upon the Appellate Division of the 
Supreme Court to order an adjounrment 
of all the parts of the Supreme Court 
from the last Friday in May until the 
first Monday in October, so that the 
pro alterations to the courthouse 
could be begun in June. A committee 
was appointed by the Justices who sit 
in the Trial and Special Sessions, to in- 
vestigate the condition of affairs in the 
co ouse. The committee consisted of 
Justices Traux, Dugro and Scott. 

Justice Scott issued the following 
notice. ‘‘In view of the rumors which 
have from time to time been circulated 
respecting a supposed intention to close 
the several parts of the Supreme Court 
on or before the ist of June, the justices 
of the court desire the announcement to 
be made that there is no present inten- 
tion or expectation of adjourning for 
the summer vacation earlier than the 
usual time at the end of June. 

‘*If it should be found impracticable 
to use the Court House during July, 
August and September, Part I and II of 
the Special Term will probably be held 
in two of the rooms now occupied by 
the city court, the use of which has 
been courteously tendered by the justices 
of that court.’’ 

Unless the Appellate Division takes 
some action on the resolution passed by 
the Bar Association it is not thought 
that the courthouse will be closed dur- 
ing the summer. Inspectors from the 
Board of Health several months ago, 
after a careful examination of the county 
courthouse, reported to President Murphy 
of the Board of Health that the building 
was in a most unsanitary condition. 
The examination was made on Feb. 8, 
and the report was filed with Col. 
Murphy a few days later, yet nothing 
has been done to better the condition of 
the building. 


To Expedite Trials. 
Justice Smyth, in the Supreme Court 
recently action in the case of M. D. 
Moss against Frederick A. Burnham 
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that, if generally followed, will do much 
toward lessening the present delay in 
trials, There are between eight thou- 
sand and ten thousand untried cases 
awaiting to be heard in the Supreme 
Court, and it takes from two and a half 
to three years to bring a cause to trial 
after the papers have been served. Often 
lawyers ge in other cases will 
send word that they cannot be present 
at a certain trial, and will ask for an 
adjournment. This they often keep up, 
if they desire delay, long enough to in- 
terfere seriously with the action of jus- 
tice. Many times attorneys are hired 
for this pourpose. It may be that the 
counsel is to speak only at the close of 
the trial, but, if he has another case on, 
postponement is asked for. In this way 
the calender of a whole day may go to 
piecesor have only one ready case upon it. 

To prevent such a case of things the 
Judges of the Appellate Division of the 
Supreme Court recently passed a rule. 
It provides that whenever counsel for 
either side is engaged in a protracted 
suit the opposing side may give notice 
that it will not permit any adjournment 
because of such an engagement, and its 
opponents must retain new counsel or 
go on with the attorneys already secured. 

The case of Moss against Burnham 
came under this ruling. 

When, after several adjournments, it 
came up this last time, Colonel Edward 
C. James, attorney for the defendant, 
throagh one of his assistants, said that 
he was engaged in a protracted action 
and would be unable to go on with this 
cause before Justice Smyth for several 
days. The plaintiff then showed that 
he had served notice on Colonel James’ 
office that he had heard of the engage- 
ment and that he would brook no delay 
or adjournment. He cited an incident 
in which he himself was engaged in an- 
other cause and in which the rule was 
invoked and their complaint dismissed. 
He showed also that it was the opinion 
of the Appellate Division of the Supreme 
Court that the enforcement of this rule 
was absolutely necessary to clear the 
calendars. 

Justice Smyth said that his under- 
standing of the provision was the same 
as that of the Justices of the Appellate 
Division. The plaintiff, he said, could 
ora to prove his case even if Colonel 

ames was not there. But as the plaih- 
tiff did not wish to take an unfair ad- 
vantage of the defendant, Justice Smyth 
decided to grant an adjournment of the 
present trial until the conclusion of the 
one in which Colonel James was at pres- 
ent engaged—two or three days vrobably 
—but only on the condition that the 
defendant should give bonds for $36,000. 
This amount would cover judgment for 
the amount sued for. e defendant 
gave such bonds. 

Mr. Burnham is the president of the 
Mutual Reserve Life Association. 
Among the lawyers it was considered 
unusual to give bonds in a case of this 
sort, and it is said to be the first in- 
stance, at least of anything like so large 
an amount, but it is generally regarded 
as an excellent method of expediting 
litigation. 

Ernest M. Welch in Trouble Again. 

illiam P. Burr, as counsel for 
Katharine Curley and her guardian, 
Patrick Curley, has applied to Justice 
Leaventritt in the Supreme Court for an 
order to compel Ernest M. Welch, a 
lawyer, to hand over to him or to Curley 
$1,600 which Curley claimed Welch had 


According to the affidavits submitted, 
Miss Curley had brought suit in March, 
1897, to recover es for alleged 
negligence to her child against Clara 
Rose and others. Welch was retained 
as attorney and obtained permission to 
sue in forma pauperis. Soon after the 
commencement of the action Welch 
represented that he could settle=the case 
for $900, which was agreed to. It later 
developed that he had settled for $2,500 
and had intimated that he had only 
received $900. Welch was to receive 
one-fourth of the amount recovered as 
counsel fee. 

Justice Leaventritt said the circum- 
stances surrounding the transaction 
looked suspicious, aud directed that all 
br original papers should be filed with 


The Bar Association and Judge Hazel. 

The Association, by an over- 
whelming vote on the night of May 31, 
adopted a resolution declaring John R. 
Hazel of Buffalo, whose name was re- 
cently sent to the Senate by President 
McKinley for District Judge of the 
newly created Western District of New 
York, an unfit man for the place and 
protesting against his confirmation. 

The committee on Judicial Nomina- 
tions had worked for a week on the 
report and resolution that the meeting 
was especially called to receive. The 
attendance was large. Robert W. de 
Forest, chairman of the committee, read 
the report immediately after the meet- 
ing had been opened by President John 
E. Parsons. The report says the only 
questions taken up were: What is the 
proper standard of the legal experience 
and ability for high judicial office? And 
has Mr. Hazel by his legal ability and 
experience attained that standard? 

r. Hazel’s professional record up to 
about 1890, the report says, while not 
conspicuous, is not a subject of criti- 
cism. It then takes up Hazel’s 
political career, and, after referring to 
a volume entitled ‘‘Application and 
Letters of Endorsement of John R. 
Hazel for United States District Judge 
in and for the Western District of New 
York,’’ which, it says, was presented to 
the President and examined by the com- 
mittee, it goes on to say that the recom- 
mendation for Mr. Hazel’s appointment 
are based mainly upon political or per- 
sonal considerations or upon personal 
opinions of personal friends, and not 
upon any professional qualifications or 
achievements at the bar. The commit- 
tee says it cannot avoid the conclusion 
that Mr. Hazel’s deserts are political 
rather than legal, and that his selection 
was a reward of political service and to 
be explained as such rather than a 
recognition of professional prominence 
or merit. The report refers to recent 
statements in the public prints about a 
suit for commissions on the sale of a 
steam yacht to the United States Gov- 
ernment, in which transaction Mr. 
Hazel is said to have received $5,000. 
This matter, it is explained, came to the 
attention of the committee too late to 
be looked into properly. The resolution 
submitted with the report was as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved. That judged by the standard 
of judicial requirement which this asso- 
ciation has repeatediy adopted, viz., 
‘‘that the career of a candidate fora 
judicial office should furnish unmistaka- 
ble evidence of capacity and fitness to 
discharge its duties,’’ this association 
does not deem John R. Hazel a fit can- 





illegally retained. Mr. Burr further 
asked that in default of so doing, Welch 
should be sent to prison. 





didate for the office of District Judge, 





_—_ 
The report is signed by Mr. de 
John L. Cadwalader, Everett P. Whee’ 

Paul D. OCOravath, William 

Curtis, John DeWitt Warner, Th 
Connoly and Robert G. Monroe. 
other members of the committee Were 
out of town when the report was drafted, 
When Mr. de Forest finished j 
Mr. Caldwalader took the floor and agi 
that the report was made only 
the most careful consideration. 
was no politics in the matter, he said, 
He referred rather slightingly to the 
volume of credentials, which he gai 
apparently certified to Mr. Hazel’s fit. 
ness for any office in any country, My 
Hazel was a man of power and yp. 
doubtedly the kind of man known ag, 
good fellow. He hadn’t given much 
thought to the work of Federal ju 
but his friends thought he would do 
very well. 


**The question is,’’ said Mr. (Cad. 
walader, ‘‘are you going to make 4 
judge of that kind of stuff? Are you 
going to elevate a man like this, opposed 
as he is by the practioners at his own 
bar? Mr. Hazel not only does not come up 
to the standard, but he does not ap. 
proach it. He was nominated for his 
political services, and there never was 4 
better chance for this association to 
register its protest.’’ 

Henry Hardwicke rose to make a 
speech in favor of Mr. Hazel. He had 
a hard time of it for everybody seemed 
moved to merriment whenever he said 
anything. He did finally manage to say 
that Mr. Justice Blackstone had had 
less experience than Mr. Hazel has, 
when he went on the bench; also that it 
was an insult to the President and Sena- 
tor Depew to pass. such a resolution as 
the one read. He tried to read some 
passage from Job, to illustrate some- 
thing that Rufus Choate had once said, 
but he found that the lawyers would 
not take him seriously and gave it up as 
a bad job, and finally left the room 


Benjamin F. Lee said that the work 
was more important than ever before 
and that there was need of an experi- 
enced man on the bench. 

Franklin Pierce said that there was 
nothing — so reprehensible as the 
practice of going into politics to obtain 
legal honors that a man couldn’t win 
honestly on his own merit. 


James W. Hawes moved to table the 
resolution. He said the Bar Association 
was minding other ples’ business 
when it interferred with the Hazel mat- 
ter. He thought the associatioon would 
do better to attend to local matters. 

** Ev candiuate that we ever dis- 
approv: for the bench,’’ he said, ‘‘is 
now on the bench, and every man that 
we ever approved is now off the bench. 
Let us not dissipate what influence we 
have by going into this matter. It is 
unwise and inexpedient. 

Mr. Hawes criticized the committee 
for its report, sayi that the things 
said of . Hazel were purely inferen- 
tial. His motion was pat and lost. By 
this time the members were calling for 
the question on the resolution, but John 
Sabine Smith got the floor. He said 
that Mr. Hazel was a scholarly man, 
and would be an ornament to the bench. 
‘*Those who are against him here to- 
night,’’ he said, ‘‘ want to strike a blow 
at the Republican party. It is largely 
factional matter and the idea is to strike 
a blow at the ideas represented by Mr. 


el 


iF 





and is of opinion that his nomination 
should not be confirmed. 


Mr. Parsons Ey the question and it 
was carried with only a few audible 
negatives. 
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OBITUARIES, 
William Bacon Crittenden. 
William Bacon Crittenden, died on the 
t of June 6, of pneumonia, at his 
e in Brooklyn. He had given up 
active practice only a few weeks before. 
became interested in the Plymouth 
church, Brooklyn, soon after the begin- 
ing of Dr. Lyman Abbot’s pastorate. 
He was an active church-worker, having 
grved several times as deacon, and also 
on the membership and other commit- 
tees of the parish. 

Henry S. Hoyt. 

Henry S. Hoyt, a well known lawyer 
of this city, died on May 23 at home, 
No. 20 Washington Square. Mr. Hoyt 
recently underwent an cperation for 
appendicitis. Peritonitis developed and 
death resulted. Mr. Hoyt was forty- 
seven years Old and a Yale graduate. 
He had a law office at No. 44 Pine 
street. He was a member of the Cen- 
tury, the Seawanhaka Corinthian Yacht, 
the Knickerbocker, the Racquet and 
Staatsburg Golf clubs. He was alsoa 
member of the Society of Colonial Wars 
and the Bar Association. 

Rowland Cox. 

Roland Cox, a well-known member of 
the New York bar died recently at his 
home in Plainfield, N. J., from appen- 
dicitis. Mr. Cox was born in Philadel 
phia, July 9, 1842. He entered Prince- 
ton college, bat gave up his studies 
when the Civil War began and enlisted 
in the Thirteenth or Anderson Cavalry. 
He got his degree, however, as a mem- 
ber of the class of 1862. He was com- 
missioned as captain and appointed to 
the staff of Gen. McPherson. He was 
admitted to the New York bar after the 
war and made a specialty of trade mark 
cases, in which practice he attained a 
wide reputation. Mr. Cox was a gover- 
nor of the Muhlenberg Hospital and a 
member of the cane Legion, the Hill- 
side Tennis nd Golf Olub, the Baltusrol 
Golf Club and the Zeta Psi fraternity. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Harvard School of Law. 

The annual pamphlet has been issued 
by the Harvard Law School, and it con- 
tains several changes. 

The requirements of admission and at- 
tendance have been modified. Hitherto 
only graduates of law schools which re- 
quire for qualification for degrees a two 
years course of seven months a year, 
have been admited as special students. 
Hereafter the degrees must have been 
granted after a three years course of eight 
months a year, in addition a minimum age 
limit of twenty-one years has been fixed. 

In regard to the requirements for the 
degree of LL. B., the number of full 
courses which a student must pass each 
year has been raised from three to four, 
with the additional requirement of con- 
stant attendance at the law school exer- 
cises. 

The list of colleges and universities 
whose degrees entitle the holder to ad- 
mission at the law school without ex- 
amination has been increased to include 
holders of A. B. granted by Kansas, 
Westleyan, Lawrence and Manhattan B. 

» from Princeton’; and Ph. B., from 
Western Reserve. 

Seniors from Harvard College will 
hereafter not be allowed to register at 
the Harvard Law school. 

The J. B. Ames prize fund of $3,000 

ven by J. W. Mack, ’87, is announced 
or the first time in this pamphlet. 
From the income of this fund a prize of 
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to the author of a book or essay on some 
legal subject. 

William Thornton Parker, Jr., of 
Springfield, Mass., a student in the 
third year class of the Harvard Law 
School, died in the Cambridge Hospital 
on June 7, of exhaustion, brough on by 
over-apvlication to study. 

Vale Law School. 

The following men have been elected 
to the Editorial Board of the Yale Law 
School Journal : Harold Ridgeway Berry, 
1902, S. Louis, Mo.; Edward Thomas 
Canfield, 1902, Yale ‘99, Thomason, 
Conn., Osborne Atwater Day, 1902, Yale 
99 S., New Haven Conn.; Charles 
Tressler Lark, 1902 Yale 99, New York 
City; John Thomas Smith, 1902, New 
Haven, Conn. ; Elio Watrous, 1902 Yale 
°99, New Haven, Conn. 

iMinois College of Law. 

The graauation exercises of the Illinois 
College of Law were held on the evening 
of May 31, at Steinway Hall. Twenty- 
five members of the class of 1900 received 
degrees. George Wesley Atkinson, gov- 
ernor of West Virginia, delivered the 
address to the class. Rey. Dr. George 
B. Foster of the University of Chicago 
delivered the invocation. On behalf of 
the class Charles Maxwell Ackerman de- 
livered the salutory ; and Martin Howard 
Foss the valedictory. Howard N. 
Ogden, president of the college, con- 
ferred the degree of LL. B. upon: 

Charles M. Ackerman, Harry F. At- 
wood, Luke B. Brooks, Samuel A. Byers, 
Charles H. Eich, Martin H. Foss, Al- 
bertine E. Hathaway, Frank P. Hess, 
John W. Jedin, Samuel J. Manning, 
George A. McCorkle, Charles M. 
Wright, John B. Minor, M. ©. Moyer, 
John E. Northrup, Maurice H. Nugent, 
Frederick H. Partridge, Samuel J. 
Schaeffer, Charles H. Shotwell, Robin 
C. Vivian, Frederick F. Weiman, 
Charles Lincoln Wood. 

The degree of LL. M. was conferred 
upon Martin H. Foss, Frederick T. Mc- 

enghan and Arthur W. Turner. 


University of Missouri--Department of Law. 

The semi-annual meeting of the Board 
of Curators of the University of Missouri 
was held on June 6 and 7. There were 
present Doctor John D. Vincil of St. 
Louis, Judge N. M. Givan of Harrison- 
ville, Campbell Wells of Platt City, 
Gardiner Lathrop of Kansas City, J. F. 
Gemlich of Boonville, D. A. cMillan 
of Mexico, and Walter Williams of 


Columbia, Doctor G. L. Ladd, director 
of the School of Mines at Rolla; Doctor 





$400 will be awarded from time to time 


R H. Jesse, president of the university, 


319 
PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 
The io 0 Net ef Re meet gua ee 


schools eountry. 
this list will be accorded to law schools, etc. 


BAA DALLA DOMOOMOOOOwMWOMWMWOMOOWOMOMOOOOOHOOOOOw—*"— 

YALE UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL..New Haven, Conn. 

Denver University Law School 
University 


Atlanta La 
CHICAGO CO OF LAW ............. Chicago, Ill. 
CHICAGO bo agg nee ceeiensdiaehtbemeitndiadaal Chicago, Il. 


catalogue address J. J. 
arborn 


115 Des Chicago, 
ILLINOIS COLLEGE OF LAW.............. Chicago, 1. 
UNIVERSITY EXTENSION LAW SCHOOL . i ti. 
E. U. Ravenscroft, A. B. LL. M., Dean. For full 
[ene oe any ae ype Law 
OOL, en Building, Chicago, Ll. 
Ill Wesleyan Univ'sity Law School Bloomington, Ind. 
Garfield University Law School.............--. Kansas. 





ia} 
F 


5 


Buffalo Law School..............-.-.--- 
CORNELL UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF LAW.I 
Columbia Law School.. New Y 


; 
aaa 


ma 
Bondi idid txt 


anibedideda~ se. eee nddbe Jackson, Tenn. 
Course one year; b°th practical and theoretical. 
Diploma admits to the Bar. Graduates successful 
practitioners. Nine courts. Board and room $7.50 
to $12 per month. Tuition reasonable. Business 
course, Shorthand, literary wo:k or Oratory free. 
Ten colleges, well endowed. Fine free gymnasium 
fitted with baths. Beautiful climate. Students 
can be self-supporting. Many advantages. Write, 
address, JAMEs H. Lanp, LL. M., J a ae. 


University of Texas, on oe ..-- Austin, Texas. 
LAW DEPARTMENT. UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA...... 


covers two sessions. For catalogue address P. B. 
BakRRINGER, Chairman of Faculty. 

WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
LAW. William L. Wilson, LL. D., President. A 

thorough and complete two years’ course. Fifteen 

hours of lectures a week each = Three pro- 

fessors who devote their entire time to the 

and four lecturers on special topics. School 

Economics, Political Science and History te 

law students without charge. Expenses erate. 

Session opens Sept. 14, 199. For catalogu: 


+ address 
St. G e Tucker, Dean, Lexington, Va. 
Richnond College, Law eecscccecs Ri Va. 
Wisconsin University Law adison, 


CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


LAW DEPARTMENT OF LAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY. 


Faculty :— Hon. Thomas A. Moran, Hon. Ly A 
meer. 5 Fee. 6. F. Shape, on. 
. N. Carter, Hon. Gibbons. Undergraduate course 
of two years. Post Graduate 








course of one year. 


SESSIONS EACH WEEK DAY EVENING. 
further information address Secretary, 


ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
1501—100 Washington St.. CHICAGO, ILL. 


For 








and J. G. Babb, secretary, also attended 
the meeting. 

The board decided to extend the law 
course to three years, beginning Septem- 
ber, 1901, to raise the standard of admis- 
sion to the law department and to 
abolish the tuition fee, thus requiring of 
law students only a library fee of $10 
which goes to the law library. 

Marion Normal College--Department of Law 

The first law class ever graduated 
from the Marion Normal College held its 
commencement at the college chapel 
recently. The class address was deliv- 
ered by S. L. Strickler. Dean Henry 
and Professor Boucher, of the college, 
also gave short addresses. The class 
numbered five—F. F. Aldrich, of 
Marion; John 8S. Whitten, of Janesville, 
Mich.; Thomas Ingram, of Rio Wis. ; 
P. M. Channingham, of Cambria, Wis. ; 





and,Bret_Welburn of,Union City, 0. 














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































320 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








University of Pennsylvania--Department [of 
t aw. 

Prof.*Roy Wilson White, an instructor 
in the law department of the University 
of Pennsylvania was murdered recently. 
Prof. White was found in an unconscious 
condition and died four hours later in 
the Pennsylvania Hospital. His skull 
had been crushed evidently with an iron 
bar. It is thought that the motive was 
robbing. 

Chicago Business Law School. 
=The forth annual banquet of the 
Chicago Business Law school was held 
on the evenng of May 22, at the Victoria 
hotel. Seventy alumni and guests were 
resent, among whom were Joseph A. 

riffin, John T. Richards, Stuart G. 
Shepard, H. W. Austin, William B. 
Walrath, and Clinton S. Woolfolk, Fred 
K. Kanst acted as toastmaster and toasts 
were given by Granville W. ——— 
Martin P. Huyck, Dorr A. Kimball, 
Robert H. Ritchie, John B. Danis, and 
Arthur Heurtley. The Munger Law 
Book Co. prize was awarded by O. B. 
Munger to William J. Bold and Maurice 
J. Flynn. 


Benton College of Law. 

The class of 1900 of the Benton College 
of Law gave a dinner on June, 9 at the 
St. Nicholas Hotel, the guests of honor 
being the members of the faculty of the 
college. 

The dining room was tastefully decor- 
ated. The banqueters were seated at 
¢wo long tables; at the head of one was 
Iman, who acted as toastmas- 
ter. At his right were George L. Corlis, 
dean of the faculty, und Judge John M. 
Wood; at his left were James A. Webb 
and Harvey L. Christy. The menus 
were tasteful. On the front cover were 
the photographs of the entire class. 
ter dinner had been served Toast- 
master Ulman introduced Dean Corlis, 
who responded to the toast. ‘‘The Ben- 
ton College of Law.’’ V. W. Garesche 
responded to ‘‘The Faculty,’’ James A. 
Webb to ‘‘The Class of Nineteen Hun- 
dred,’’ Hector A. Piednoir, Jr., to 
+*Education.’’ Judge John M. Wood, to 
‘‘The Lawyer in Politics;’?’ John C. 
Vaughan, to ‘‘The Lawyers’ Duty to 
the Public;’’ William H. Corcoran, to 
‘‘Our Hope, Our Aim, Our Prayer;’’ 
Frederick H. Bacon to ‘‘Pointers;’’ 
Frank A. J. Hillen, to ‘‘Our College 
Boys.’’ Informal addresses were made 
by others: 

Those present were: George L. Corils, 
James A. Webb, A. L. Abbott, John M. 
Wood, 8S. L. Swarts, Thomas B. Harvey, 
Walter B. Douglas, Adlon S. Bradley, 
William J. Baggerman, Roscoe S. Cate, 
William H. Corcoran, Charles F. Dey- 
herle D. A. Dosenach, S. Arthur Dolton, 
Vital W. Garesche, Frank A. J. Hiller, 
William FF. Heideman, Frederick H. 
Bacon, William F. Woener, Morton 
Jourdan, L. R. Wilfley, Chas. W, Bates, 
Harvey L. Christie, Pierre B. Kennedy, 
Hector A. Piednoir, Jr., Edward 8. 
Ryan, Henry G. Stocksiek, William F. 
A. Schultz, George E. Taylor, Orva C. 
Timewell, Chase Ulman, John Clay 
Vaughan, Robert G. Westholt. 


Northwestern University Law School. 

The alumni association banquet of the 
Northwestern University Law School 
was given on the evening of May 31, 
at the University Club. There were 
speeches by Frank O. Lowden, Judge 
Peter S. Grosscup, Frank 4A. Scott, 
Mitchell D. Folllansbee and J. E. Mc- 
Fahren of Sterling, Ill., a member of 
the class of 1860, the first class ever 
graduated from the Union Oollege of 





Law, now the Northwestern University 
Law School. Officers for the coming 
year were elected as follows: 

President, Frank O. Lowden; first 
vice-president, M. L. Ooffeen; second 
vice-president, K. M. Landis; third vice- 
president, OC. D. Hamill; fourth vice- 
president, H. A. Schryver; secretary, 
©. D. Blatchford; treasurer, O. R. Bar- 
nett. There were 130 guests present. 


Chicago College of Law. 

The eleventh annual banquet of the 
alumni association of the Chi Col- 
lege of Law of the Lake Forest Univers- 
ity was given at the Auditorium Hotel, 
on the evening of June 4th. Two hun- 
dred were present, including alumni and 
students of the Kent College of Law, 
recently consolidated with the Lake 
Forest institution. 

Andrew J. Ryan, president of the 
alumni association, acted as toastmaster. 
President James G. K. McClure of Lake 
Forest University delivered the principal 
address, and declared that the consoli- 
dated law schools formed the foundation 
of what it is intended to make the lead- 
ing law college of the West. 

Responses were made to toasts as fol- 
lows: ‘‘Class of 1900,’’ John A. Irr- 
mann ; ‘‘ Fugitive Remarks,’’ Charles E. 
Kremer ; ‘‘Ideals,’’ Jacob E. Michelson ; 
‘* As the Doctor Sees Us,’’ Dr. G. Frank 
Lydston; ‘‘A Perspective,’’ Robert J. 
Folonie. 

Hastings Law College. 

The graduates of Hastings Law Col- 
lege a branch of the State University of 
California, appeared before the Supreme 
Court recently and upon motion of Dr. 
Taylor the dean, and the presentation of 
the diplomas of graduation were ad- 
mitted to practice as attorneys and coun- 
selors in all the courts of the state. 


Their names are as follows: Marion 
Sargant Blanchard, Fred Ellsworth 
Borton, William Craig, Alva 


Berry 
Buell Crowell, Francis Herbert Dam, 
William Tecumseh Sherman Doyle, Rob- 
ert Lee H. Husted, Charles McFerson 
Mannon, David Franklyn McVade, 
Samuel Russell Rodgers, Ranso Carey 
Van Fleet. 


Washington & Lee University--Department 
of Law. 


By the recent death of Mrs. Juilet S. 
Bradford, widow of the late Vincent L. 
Bradford, LL. D., of Philadelphia, 
Washington and Lee University becomes 
the recipient of an endowment of $100,- 
000 for the benefit of the law school in 
accordance with the terms of Dr. Brad- 
ford’s will, in addition to a valuable col- 
lecation of oil paintings and a law 
library of 1,000 volumes. Dr. Bradford 
died in 1884. 

National University--Department of Law. 

The annual reunion and banquet of the 
alumni of the law department of the Na- 
tional University was held recently. Mr. 
W. Preston Williamson, president of the 
association presided and acted as toast- 
master. Short speeches were made by 
many of the guests on topics kindred to 
the institution and the profession. The 
president covered the field of the posi- 
tion and relation of the lawyer to gov- 
ernment and society, and called on sev- 
eral gentlemen for responses and toasts. 
Ex-President L. Cabell Williamson dis- 
cussed the duties of the lawyer, his 
obligations and relations to society. He 
also discussed the legal and international 
relations of the government to the 
Phillippines and our new possessions. 
Ex-President Charles Lyman spoke of 
the progressive status of woman, as 
shown by her entrance into gainful occu- 








ti 
ions by competition. Maj. R, 
Hains, commander of the District Noni 


Battalion, expluined the relation to ths 
i Ao these organizations. Mr. 
MvPherson spoke of the origin and rigg 
of the lawyer, the evolution of jurispry. 
dence, with its probable expansion, ang 
also the benign influence of woman ang 
the family on Tr 

Judge Thomas G, Steward of the 
Patent Office referred to the impo 
of inventions as a factor, both in war 
and civil life. Mr. Lemuel Fugitt tolg 
of his experience with the law, and 
several of the arts and professions, and 
also discussed the relations of the goy. 
ernment to the Phillippines and our new 
possessions. Mr. Charles B. Baily illng. 
trated the relations and importance of 
the profession to society by relating 
several instances of | i and 
cedure. Mr. James J. Brown, of the 
Patent Office, also discussed the rela. 
tions of the inventor to progress and 
civil well-being, and the effect of the 
recent war on our patriotic impulse and 
national recognition. Mr. Shelby Olark, 
the secretary of the association, spoke 
of the pleasures and actual benefits to be 
derived from such social reunions, and 
urged the importance of more general 
participation. 

Cincinnati Y. M. C. A.--Law School. 

President Meacham of the Cincinnati 
Y. M. ©. A. Board of Directors, has 
been authorized to secure from the State 
Secretary authority for conferring the 
LL. B. degree on Y. M. OC. A. Law 
school graduates. 


University of Oregon--Law School. 
Fourteen members of the 1900 law 
class of the University of Oregon have 
been notified that they have passed ex- 
aminations. The fourteen successful 
ones are: 


W. E. Parker, Jr., F. Matsuoka, F. 
A. Dunham, G. A. Root, T. W. Miles, 
A. Dosch, F. L. Morgan, R. Hurley, J. 
F. Watts, W. D. Smith, E. 8. Snelling 
C. L. Price, O. 8. Derse, and D. P. 


Price. 

Two of the —— are volunteers of 
the Second Oregon Regiment, whose 
studies in the department were suspended 
while they went to the Phillippines to 
fight. These were Roy Hurley and F. 
L. Morgan, the first a member of Com- 
pany H. and son of the late Judge Hur- 
ley, and the second a member of com- 
pany F. 

University of Maryland--Department of Law. 

The 30th annual commencement of the 
department of law, University of Mary- 
land, at the Academy of Music on June 
4, will be remembered for two remarka- 
ble events—the awarding of the only 
two prizes, the grade and thesis of $100 
each, to Mr. John Emory Cross, and the 
eloquent oration delivered by Mr. Hamp- 
ton L. Carson, of the Philadelphia Bar 
and professor of law in the University 
of Pennsylvania. 

Rev. Joseph E. Smith of the Mount 
Vernon-Place M. E. church, offered the 
prayer, and the conferring of degrees 
was made by Mr. Bernard Carter, 
provost of the university, to the follow- 
ing uates : 

ohn D. Bacon, Charles H. Behn, 
Fred Grayson Boyce, Jr., Duncan Ken- 
net Brent, James R. Brewer, Sr., James 
Goldie Bunting, C. Herbert Olayton, Ed- 
ward Randolph Crockey, Chas. Gardner 
Cromwell, John Douglas Cronmiller, 
James Emory Cross, Talbot Den- 
mead, J. Ernest Downin, Noel E. 
Eccleston, Edward 3B. LEisenbrandt, 
Thomas H. Fitchett, Chapin A. Fer- 
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, Albert 8. Gill, Alexander Gor- 
Jr., William Browne Hammond, 
Thomas A. Hayes, Jr., Irwin G. Her- 
man, Conway Shaler Hodges, William 
wo Louis Lowe Jenkins, 
illiam or Karns, Martin George 
ioe. He W. King, Francis Lucius 
Klemm, G. alter Knipp, O. Wilbur 
Miller, John Bibb Mills, James McEvoy, 
Jr., William Neal McFaul, David G. 
McIntosh, Jr., Charles Ellis McPhail, 
Bogene O’Dunne, J. Older- 
shaw, Nelson Poe, W. Francis Prather, 
Jr., E. Ayrault Robinson, Jr., Thomas 
Howard Shelley, Frederick J. Singley, 
R. Marsden Smith, Milton H. Steven- 
gon, Levin Stonebraker, Edwin Roulet 
Stringer, J. Frank Supplee, Jr., John 
0. Tolson, 8S. James lington, J. B. 
A. Wheltle, Robert H. Williams, L. Sey- 
mour Zimmerman. 

The award of prizes was made by 
Mr. John P. Poe, who announce that 
John Emory Cross had _ captured 
both. Honorable mention was made of 
Mr. Charlies H. Behn. The officers of 
the graduating class are: John O. Tol- 
son, president; John D. Bacon, vice- 
president; Charles Gardiner, Cromwell, 
secretary and treasurer; Ernest Downin, 

t; Albert S. Gill, orator; and Charles 

. Behn, historian. Executive commit- 
tee: Frederick J. oe ee en 
Jas. M. Evoy, Jr., W. wne Ham- 
mond, T. Howard Shelley, Martin 


George Kenney, James G. Bunting and: 


William R. Hubner, Banquet committee 
—John D. Cronmiller, chairman; Levin 
Stonebraker and William N. McFaul. 
Law editors of Bones, Molars and Briefs 
—Eugene O’Dunne, John E. Oross, and 
J. Bibb Mills. Ushers—Garner Den- 
mead, chief; Matthias F. Reese, Clar- 
ence J. Eaton, Frederick V. Reinheimer, 
James P. Latane, Harry Rickey, Alex- 
ander Lazear Seth, A s F. Brown, 
Jr., John McAfee, Philip Austen Murk- 
land and Dr. Newell Shuter. 


At the conclusion of the exercises at 
the academy a banquet was served at 
the Carrollton Hotel. 


Columbia School of Law. 

A new scholarship in the school of 
law of Columbia University has been 
established, to be known as the ‘‘ Charles 
Bathgate Beck prize Scholarship,’’ and 
will be awarded annually to the student 
of the first year class who shall pass the 
best examination in real estate law. 
The holder of the scholarship is to re- 
ceive one year’s income from the prize 
fund established by the will of Charles 
Bathgate Beck, in semi-annual install- 
ments, during two years following the 
award. 


Kansas University--Department of Law. 


Sixty-six graduates of the Jaw depart- 
ment of the Kansas State University on 
June 7, were admitted to practice in the 
Supreme Court on motion of Captain 
Clad Hamilton. Mrs, Lizzie E. Sheldon, 
formerly of Topeka, now of Lawrence, 
and iss Margaret Casey of North 
Topeka were in the class. The class 
was ‘‘sworn in’’ by Ohief Justice Frank 
Doster. The members admitted were : 

J. W. Gaba, Baxter Spri 
Sheldon, 
aes W. 

Hoge, Olathe; Roy T. Osborne, Salina; 
Arthur Williams, Lawrence ; E. O. Lock- 





; F. C. Cochran 

; Carl M. Starr, Scott City; James 
. Barrow, Ellinwood; J. H. Torrance, 
Ellinwood; J. W. Dana, Lawrence; F. 
D. Parent, Abilene; Alden Dannevit, 
Moray; ©. W. Lenan, Gaylord, J. B. 
Hanna, Lawrence; F. A. Burton, New 
Ponca, .Ok. T.; Anthony Abel, Salina; 
©. P. Whitaker, Lawrence; Margaret 
E. Casey, Topeka; W. M. Dedrick, 
Lawrence; Cornelius Gant, Lawrence; 
©. R. Oooksey, Kansas City; H. F. 
Powhall, Thayer; F. E. Anderson, Law- 
rence; W. H. Stanley, Wichita; Harold 
M. Stewart, Waverly; O. H. Dail, Kan- 
sas City; Williard Reynolds, Parsons; 
A. R. Hetzer, Boiscort; Mark Gillin, 
Parsons; James Vandal, Lawrence; J. 
W. Hayson, Burlingame; F. A. Reid, 
Clyde; J. L. Calvin, Burr Oak; David 
W. Wood, Strong City; R. E. Everett, 
Lawrence; L. W. McKenna, Kingman; 
Walter Jordan, Larned; 0. J. Paylor, 
East Liberty, O.; A. K. Springer, Man- 
hattan; W. H. Wagner, Jefferson; R. 
P. B. Wilson, Alden; John A. Bear, 
Gridley; W. H. Zwick, Lawrence; L. 
E. McKnight, Wellington; E. Day Karr, 
Topeka; R. M. Anderson, Beloit; R. E. 
Trosper, Lawrence. 


indiania Law School. 


Forty-four young lawyers recently re- 
ceived diplomas at the graduating exer- 
cises of the Indiana Law School, at the 
Grand Opera House. A large audience 
was present, and the stage on which the 

uates sat, with members of the 
culty and the speakers of the evening, 
was a bower of flowers. After the invo- 
cation by the Rev. William A. yle, 
of the Meridian street M. E. church, 
John W. Kern addressed the graduates, 
taking for his subject ‘‘The School of 
Experience.’’ He udvised them to be 
sociable, cultivating a large acquaint- 
ance. Young lawyers, he said, should 
keep out of politics, and then he added 
in joking vein, when a man has reached 
the age of forty-five or fifty it was fit- 
ting for him to be a candidate tor Gov- 
ernor, if he wanted to be. He urged the 
graduates to keep the good will of the 
bar, to respect the court and to create 
the habit of ‘‘ being as good as the best.’’ 

Following Mr. Kern's address, the an- 
nouncement of prizes was made. Eben 
Lesh won first prize in the senior class, 
an encyclopaedia of law, Walter J. Lotz 
and E. Wade Himes receiving honorable 
mention. The first prize of the junior 
Class was divided equally between Walter 
Brubaker and Frank E. Hutchison. It 
is a free scholarship for the senior year. 
The second prize—a set of Elliott’s gen- 
eral practice—went to Ray McConnell, 
John L. Reagan receiving honorable 
mention. 

Burris A. Jenkins, president of the 
University of Indianapolis of which the 
law school is a department, conferred 
the degrees and read a letter from W. 
P. Fishback, dean of the school, who 
was unable to be present on account of 
illness. Mr. Fishback congratulates the 
class on its work, and wished each mem- 
ber prosperity. 

Ohief Justice Hadley, of the Indiana 
Supreme Court, administered the oath 
to the young men of the class which ad- 
mitted them to practice before the 
Supreme Court. A large number of the 
graduates have also been admitted to 
practice in the United States Court. 





Missouri University Law Department. 
The name of the winner of the annual 
prize thesis contest in the Missouri Uni- 
versity law department is Goodwin 
Se ne ee ae 


“The Law of 
it.’’ Miss Gratia 


partment of Missouri University. 
The Nashvilie Coliege--Department of Law. 


Adolph Brodbeck, Ph. D., L.L.D., for 
about three years connected with the 
Illinois College of Law, Chicago, ‘has 
been elected by the Board of Trustees of 
the Nashville College, Law De t, 
ey and professor of law. Dr. 
Brod is German by birth, he studied 
four years at the University of Tuebin- 
gen, Germany; and devoted himself 
especiall M to phi hic studies, includ- 
ing philosophy of law and history of 
theories of government. 

University of Minnesota--Law Department. 

The night class of 1900 of the univers- 
ity law school held a banquet recently at 
the West hotels. A. OC. Anderson acted 
as toastmaster, and the following toasts 
were responded to: ‘‘Us,’’ J. 


hind Us,’’ F. J. Morley; ‘‘Above Us,’’ 
Jared How, graduate of St. Paul; ‘‘Be- 
ond Us,’’ A. N. ; ‘* After 

s,’’ C. OU. McElwee; ‘‘Before Us.’’ 
Dean W. S. Pattee; Judge Hickman also 
made a few extemporaneous remarks. 

McDermott, Richrd D. 
O’Brien, Charles C. McElwee were the 
members of the banquet committee. 

Those present were: From St. Paul, 
James Mattimore, J. D. Harris, R. D. 
O’Brien, F. Heffner, 8S. Vaslay, M. E. 
Nichols, Thomas McDermott, C. C. Mc- 
Elwee, J. A. Coffey, A. E. Anderson, 
Otto Wolff, Steven Appleby, J. A. Mc- 
Elroy, J. Jahn, R. T. Evans; Minne- 
apolis, F. J. Morley, A. C. Barton, R. 
S. Morey, Stephen Germo, A. N. Bear- 
man, A. R. Knoblauch, W. Zender, A. 
E. Lewis, George Hill, A. S. Dowdnall, 
I. D. Royal. 

lowa College of Law. 

Fifty-five lawyers were graduated from 
the Iowa College of Law at the annual 
commencement of the e held re- 
cently in the Central Church of Cnrist. 
Of this number one was a wcman, Miss 
Nellie Noble. of Radcliffe, who was 
awarded the $225 set of English and 
American Encylopedia of Law for the 


The theses were submitted 
without the real names of the writers 
attached so that the judges who were 
the members of the faculty, knew noth- 
ing of the authorship. The award to 
the essay of Miss Noble was made with- 
out a dissenting voice. The invocation 
was delivered by Rev. Oharles Lee 
Reynolds, pastor of the Sixth Pesbyterian 
church, after which came an oration. 
“‘Trial by 
Carnahan, 


that, w 
tions by good grace, 
be admitted to 
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next upon the e. Father 
Nugent spoke without manuscript or 
notes for over half an hour. 

After the class address, Judge O. C. 
Qole, dean of the law school, presented 


the class ee i Rag the 
conferrin @ degrees. @ pro- 
e - Thad with the presentation of 


Geleane and the conferring of the de- 
gree of bachelor of law upon each of the 
graduates. Following are the names of 
the graduates : 

S. M. Abegglen, R. M. Grimsrad, 
John S. Ordway, John D. Atkins, W. 
H. Hamilton, Joseph T. Pence, Nordahl 


M. , A. M. Harvey, L. H. Pine, 
Henry amier, C. ©. Hartley, Frank 
Porter, E. J. Bishop, E. W. Heck, 


Edwin Proctor, E. R. Brown, R. S 
Jones, C. W. Rathbun, F. P. Carr, W. 
Ss. mn O. L. Rider, Reed = E. A. 


H. R. Sherman, H. O. Christensen, A. 
. N. Skinner, C. E. 
Connor, John W. Mericie, Earl Smith, 
W. W. Davis, E. M. S. McLaughlin, V. 
H. White, Ralph W. Edmunds, I. §. 
McCrillis, Charles F. Wilcox, R. E. 
Ferree, O. G. Moen, H. F. Wood, R. R. 
Freeman, R. O. Morden, Fred T. Van 
Lieu, Guy M. Gillette, P. L. Grimsrul, 
L. J. Neff, Nell Noble. 

Albany Law School. 

The forty-ninth commencement exer- 
cises of the Albany Law School were 
held in Odd Fellows’ Hall May 31. 
Thirty-two young men and one young 
‘woman received diplomas ffom Dr. A 
Vv. V. Raymond, president of Union 
University. 

J. Parker, president of the 
board of trustees, presided. On the 
stage were seated Postmaster-General 
the Hon. Charles Emory Smith, who 
made the address to the graduating 
class; the Hon. J. Newton, Fiero, dean 
of the law school; the Rev. A. V. V. 
Raymond, the Hon. D. Cady Herrick, 
©. J. Buchanan, Marcus T. Hun, C. 
E. Argersinger, Fletcher Battershall 
and other members of the board of trus- 
tees and of the faculty. 

The members of the graduating class, 
in caps and gowns, occupied seats 
directly in front of the stage. 

The address of the evening was deliv- 
ered by Postmaster General Smith who 
‘was introdcued by General Parker. 

Dean Fiero then presented the gradu- 


ates to President Raymond, who, before: 


handing them their diplomas, made an 
address to the students. He told them 
that fidelity to their clients was essen- 
tial if they were to hope for success. It 
had been said that character was not of 
much importance to a lawyer and was 
not essential for his success. This, he 
declared, was untrue, for integrity was 
worth more to any professional man 
than any other one thing in the world. 
The best asset a lawyer or any other 
—_—— can bly have is reputation. 

. Raymond advised the uates to 
stand for honesty and fair deailng, and 





if they did, there was no doubt of their 


success. 

The following students, having at- 
tended two scholastic years received 
from Dr. Raymond the degree of LL. 
B. Peter Ammon, Carl F. Churchill, 
John H. Oummings, Theodore Hutting 
Dimon, J. Francis Hanlon, Walter R. 
Herrick, Henry 8S. Kahn, Fred M. La 
Duke, Silas B. Lyman, William —— 
Maier, Charles D. Phillps, John H. 
Phillips, John H. Rea, Patrick J. 
Rooney, Edward O. Sturges, Frances A. 
Van Santford, William Leversee Vischer, 
William R. Whitfield, Jr., and the fol- 
— students aenebed wr one 

olastic year, two years 
of legal study. Benjami Baker, Mar- 
tin E. Burke, Austin J. Calhoun, Arthur 
J. Case, M. Lavern Clapp, William V. 
Cooke, William H. Davis, Burton E. 
Emory, J. Ralph Hilton, William F. 
Meigher, Charles B. O’Connell, George 
W. Plusch, 8S. G. Hatheway Turner, 
John V. Whitbeck, Jr. 

General Parker then announced the 

rize awards as follows: Edward 

ompson company prize. A set of 
American and English Encyclopedia of 
Law, to the member of the graduating 
class who shall write the best thesis on 
some legal subject assigned by the dean 
of the facutly. Awarded to J. Ralph 
Hilton. Honorable mention is made of 
Miss Francis Van Santford. Amasa J. 
Parker prize: The family of the late 
Amasa J. Parker, LL. D., have founded 
an annual prize of the value of $50 in 
memory of their father, to the member 
of the graduating class who shall reach 
the highest standing in deportment and 
in the performance of his general duties. 
Awarded to William R. Whitfield. For 
the student standing next in deportment 
and in the performance of his general 
duties the faculty prize of $25 is offered. 
Awarded to Charles D. Phillips. 

The ‘‘ Dean prize’ J. Newton Fiero, 
dean of the faculty, and author of 
**Special Actions,’’ and ‘‘Special Pro- 
ceedings’’ has established a prize con- 
sisting of a set of the above works, to be 
awarded to the member of the graduat- 
ing class who shall excell in class work 
and examination in ‘‘Procedure’’ dur- 
ing the course. Awarded to Henry R. 
DeWitt. 

The ‘‘Bender Prize:’’ Matthew Ben- 
der, law book publisher, of Albany, 
offers to the graduate who shall reach 
the highest mark in the examinations on 
the subject of corporations, a set of 
‘*The American Electrical Cases,’’ 
awarded to S. G. Hatheway Turner. 

A reception in Postmaster General 
Smith’s nonor was held after the com- 
mencement exercises at the residence ef 
General Parker, 143 Washington avenue. 

The members of the faculty board of 
trustees and the graduates were pre- 
sented separately to Mr. Smith. 





BOOK REVIEWS. 


Reports of Cases Heard and Deter- 
mined in the Appellate Division of 
the Supreme Oourt of New York. 
Marcus T. Hun Reporter. Vols. 46 
and 47, Banks & Oo., Publishers, 
Albany, N. Y. 

We beg to acknowledge receipt of the 
foregoing reports, which cover decisions 
rendered in December, January and 
February. 


Paper, printing and binding is excel- 
Jent. A well arranged index gives the 
usual list of cases in which decisions 
(contained in the Appellate Division 








ee 


reports) have passed upon 
Court of Appeals. A table of pL. 
a cited is given together with 
ms of the Code of Civil and Criming) 
Procedure and of the Penal Code as wel} 
as court rules which are construed in any 
decision. 
Take it all in all the work is quite up 
to our reporter’s usual standard of ex. 
cellence. 








Probate Reports Annotated, with 
notes and references by Geo. A 
Clement, author of Clement’s Di 
of Fire Insurance Decisions. Vol, 
IV. Price $5.50 per volume. Pyb. 
lished by Baker, Voorhis & (po,, 
New York city. 

We observe that the fourth volume of 
‘*P. R. A.’’ is by a new author Mr. Geo, 
A. Clement of New York City. He has 
performed his work excellently and his 
selection of authoritites and the notes 
added thereto tend to make the present 
volume one of value to the profession. 

The cases reported are some eighty. 
eight in number. We say ‘‘reported”’ 
for this of course, does not include the 
hundreds of cited decisions. 

These probate reports as they stand to- 
day are likely to — @ great aid to 
practitioners and the series can be con- 
sciously recommended to the attention 
of members of the bar. There is an ex. 
cellent note on 275 on ‘‘ Cumulative 
or Substituted jes.’’ Another on 

486 treating ies as effected by 
t, and following the case of Fox va. 
Fox, et al is well worth reading. 


Readings in the Law of Real Prop- 
erty. Selected and edited by Geo. 
W. Kirchway, Nash Professor of 
Law in Columbia University. Pub- 
lished by Baker, Voorhis & Oo., 
New York. Price $3.50 net or $8.75 
delivered. 

This, as the writer indicates, is more of 
‘*an elementary collection of authorties 
for students,’’ than a regular treatise. 
As far as mere originality goes, the 
value of the work is of course nil as the 
compiler has done nothing more than 
select and serve up a series of rehashed 
quotations and opinions. Yet the book 
well fulfils its purpose and is a very inter- 
esting one to read, though we should 
say that the true authors were Coke, 
Blackstone, Leake, Kent and about a 
dozen others. Take it all in all, the book 
may be described as the result of the 
operations of a syndicate. It is u- 
doubtedly a book for students to read, 
who do not care to take their law 
‘‘straight’’ but prefer to obtain it from 
second hand sources. 

This criticism, however, is manifestly 
unfair as the work claims to be nothing 
more than a compilation of well selected 
authorities. We have read it through 





with genuine interest and thereby greatly 
ref; our knowledge of elementary 
principles. 





Flashes of Wit and Humor or & 
Brief Study of the Best things of 
the Brightest Minds. By -Robert 
Waters, author of Intellectual Pur- 
suits, etc. Published by 8. 
Werner Pablishing and Supply Oo. 
New York. Price $1.00. 

The perusal of this work left us ina 
state of wonderment whether the author 
should not have changed the title and 
called it = — upon pre Pape 
is evident. 8 strong es 
out with chiar seeded * Humor as 8 
Life Brightener.’’ ‘‘A Life Brightener 
we submit, is good. In the course of the 











- emectSuStaBEESTESRE S47 SREE -FSEE I 


eae foo CO 


-_ a on A 





- Frat 


aaa & 


mrt ert 


Ss = @& 





"so SEEPS ! 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 323 





aforesaid first chapter he bursts into the 
following impassioned rhaspody well 
worth repeating Apt alliteration has 

certainly been a very artful aid. 

“The humorist often oe pee on 
and joy where otherwise there be 
pothing bat sadness and seriousness ; his 
merry ‘quips, cranks and quiddities’ re- 
lieve the ‘tedium of the time,’ and lend 
a lightness and oS a 
where otherwise there might most 

ing care anxiety.’’ 

“Humor is indeed the most captivat- 
ing thing in the world; all men are 
fascinated by it; all women admire it; 
it is more charming than eloquence, 
more pleasing than elegance, more re- 
freshing than the salt sea breeze. No 

er is more welcome than the 
humorous speaker ; no author more popu- 
lar than the humorous author; no actor 
more attractive than the comic actor. 
What audiences have been so delight- 

entertained as those which listened 
to mnus Ward’s lectures, to Charles 
Dickens’ readings, to Sothern’s represen- 
tation of Lord Dundreary, or of Joe 
Jefferson’s presentation of Rip Van 
Winkel. The bare recollection of these 
things still haunts one like a charm, 
still proves a source of pleasure and 

t be 


In chapter two the learned author 
indulges in a discussion concerning 
“The faculty of Humor—Characteristics 
of Humorists.’’ This he begins with a 
statement gree! discovered after 
deep research that ‘‘The faculty for 
humor is rare.’’ 

Chapter three treats of the ‘‘ Difference 
between Wit and Humor—Some examples 
of American Humor.’’ Here he declares 
that ‘‘Genuinely witty stories are rare.’’ 

Chapter four discusses the wit and 
humor of different races, and so forth 
and so on. 

One statement on page 33 is quite 
worthy of repeating for the author has 
made the discovery that ‘‘Beer drinkers 
are not generally such bright talkers as 
wine drinkers.’’ 

Take it all in all we are quite disposed 
to admit that the writer has been very 
humorous though possibly not in the 
way which he intended. His attempts 
somewhat remind us of the Englishman 
who endeavored to analyze an American 

e. . 
There are a number of individuals 
who prefer to have jokes ‘‘explained’’ 
and probably the present work will ap- 
al with pecnilar force to these un- 
ortunates. 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


The Supreme Court of New Jersey on 
June 11, delivered opinions on the pro- 
ceedings instituted inst Major Uarl 
Lentz of Newark and Seen M. Noonan 
and Alexander Simpson of Jersey City. 
In each case the court dismissed the 
proceedings. 


E. S. Cary, of Westfield, Wis., was 
arrested on June 14th, just as he was 
leaving the rooms of Commissioner 
Francis Bloodgood, where he had been 
defending David Plemon, charged with 
procured false affidavits and forwarding 
them to the government at Washington. 

was arrested under the same 
charge as that preferred against Plemon. 


Boston, Mass.—Linwood 8S. Pratt, a 
lawyer residing at South A nm was 
arrested on June 9, charged with using 








The Post Office Inspectors allege that 
Pratt advertised to loan money without 
security, and told those desiring to an- 
swer to furnish references and inclose a 
fee, usually $2, for the trouble of look- 
ing up their references. In many cases, 
the postal authorities allege, applicants 
were informed that their references were 
unsatisfactory and that the loan could 
not be made. Oomplaints received by 
the Post Office Inspectors led to an in- 
vestigation and the arrest of the lawyer. 





Julius Arnold, senior member of the 
firm of Keighley & Co., of London, 
England, was arrested in San Francisco 
recently, on a warrant charging him 
with embezzling £3,000 from an estate 
which was placed in the keeping of the 
firm. 

Arnold sailed from London under the 
assumed name of McKay on March 24. 
Previous to his departure the firm of 
Keighley & Oo., solicitiors, became 
— upt, and later he was accused of 
theft. 

The British consul has been — 
on the case for some time, and suppli 
the United States duthorities with a 
warrant for the arrest. 





Robert D. Paskett, a lawyer and jus- 
tiice of the Peace of Mount Vernon, N. 
Y., was arrested in Yonkers on June 6, 
charged with forgery. The complaint 
was made by George Maling, of the 
Getty House. On the night of Saturday, 
June 2 Paskett and some friends ate and 
drank at the hotel. Paskett drew a 
check for $15 and had Mailing cash it. 
The check was on the Mount VernonBank. 
On Monday Mailing presented the check 
at the bank for payment. He was told 
he alleged, that Paskett had no account 
with the bank. Paskett was arraigned 
before Judge Kellogg. He showed a 
check book on the bank with a small 
amount to his credit. He paid Maling 
and the judge discharged him. 


RECENT DEATHS. 


SE 
ARKANSAS. 
Judge Asa Hodges, Marion. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Walter H. Levy, San Francisco. 
F. F. Strother, San Francisco. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Judge Pacificug Ord, Washington. 
GBDORGIA. 
Col. W. 8. Wallace, Butler 
Judge W. H,. Brannon, Columbus. 
HAWAIL. 
Chief Justice Albert F. Judd, Honolulu 
ILLINOIS. 
Judge Dennis Clark, Abingdon. 
INDIANA 
Edward C. Buskirk, Indianapolis. 
IOWA 
Abner Davison, Davenport 





KANSAS 
Samuel C. Elliott, Independence, 
MARYLAND. 
Frederick J. Brown, Baltimore. 
Lemuel L. Orme, Baden. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Charles W. Palfray, Salem. 
A. W. Gates Fairbank, Monson. 
Samuel La Palme, Holyoke. 
Eugene T. McCarthy, Lynn. 
Albert Poor, Andover. 
Daniel D. Kelly, Haverhill. 
Thorndyke D, Hodges, Boston. 
Henry Gilman Nichols, Boston. 
MICHIGAN. 
Arthur L. Canfield, Mount Clemens. 
MINNESOTA. 
Judge Henry D, Stoker, Sr., Minneapolis, 
MISSOURI 
James Scammon, Kansas City. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Louis W, Clark, Manchester. 
John L. Spring, Lebanon. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Col. Wickham Hoffman, Atlantic City. 


NEW YORK. 
Andrew T. McIntosh, Utica. 





the United States mails to defraud. 


John D, Hartson, Mexico. 
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IN LAST 


EDITIONS OF LATE TEXT BOOKS 


TERMS CASH. 


Express or Postage Prepaid, 35 Cents per 


Volume Extra, Orders of $20.00 or over, 
we will send charges prepaid if cash ac- 
companies the order. Books are all 
in good order, some as good as new. 
Order at once, as we only have 
one copy in most cases. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO, 


4¢t State Street. Rochester, N.Y. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., 


41 State Street, Rochester, W. Y, 








Robert J. Getty, Watervliet, 

Orson W. Palmer, Elmira. 

Anthony J. D. Ross, 

Edward Webster, Rochester. 

Levi Duncan Miller, Kirkland. 
OHIO. 

G, F. Herrick, Cleveland. 

W. H. M. Anderson, Findlay. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
W. H. Clough, Lock Haven. 
Geo, L. Wadlinger, Pottsville. 
Clinton Lloyd, Muncy. 
Francis Jordan, Harrisburg. 
E. H. Little, Bloomsburg. 
Wm. Wynne Wister, Philadelphia. 
Alfred Ashton, Johnstown. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Henry Cowper Patton, Columbia. 
TENNESSEE. 

Judge W. L. Grigsby, Dickson. 

TEXAS. 
A. J. Williams, San Antonio. 
VIRGINIA. 

Henry G. Cannon, Richmond, 

Wm, H. C. Hillis, Caserta. 
WASHINGTON. 

Judge Henry Ford, Tacoma. 
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RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 
JOHN B. JORDAN, 
Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Room 605 Connell Bidz, SCRANTON, PA. 


Refers to Merchants & Mechanics’ Bank and Scranton 
Savings Bank. 


JOHN G McASKIE, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
SCRANTON, PA. 





Commonwealth Building, 





Reference :—Traders’ National Bank. 


JOHN H. DANDO, 
Attorney at Law, 





COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
53 Bennett Building, WILKESBARRE, PA. 


References :—Any bank in city. 


ALEX. C. JACKSON, 
Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
47 Bennett Building, WILKESBARRE, PA. 





Reference :—First National Bank, Berwick. 


JAMES R. SCOUTON, 
Attorney at Law, 


Collections and Commercial Law. 
ROB’T J. BLAIR, No Public &Typewriter. 
Assistants | POD WOOD. 7 oe 





Offices: 21 & 22 Bennett Building (2nd 
Pablic Square. Residence 40 PakAca” 


WILKESBARRE, PA. 


Referenc*s:—Any mercantile house or bank of city, or J. 
M. Kirkendall & Son, Wholesale ; Sturdevent. Fo & Co., 
Wholesale, People’s ik, Anthracite Dep. & Savings Bank. 


FFRANK M. BORTNER, 
Attorney at Law, 


Reoms M and N Small's Bldg, YORK, PA. 
Local and Long Distance Telephones. 





References :—Security Title & Trust Co.; First National 
Sen, Stonseck, Pa.; Dillsburg Nafional Bank, Dills- 








WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Eto. 
will be inserted under this head, six lines or under. 
for $1.90 for one month, $'.5” for two months, or $2.00 
for three months; larger space in 





proportion. Al) 
notices guaranteed uine. Unless otherwise 
answers to be care AMERICAN LAWYER'S 
AGENCY, Box 41. New York City. 





LA. BUSINESS COMMERCIAL PRACTICE, 
with two offices, towns of 5 000 and 1,2u0 
om 25 agencies, 100 other foreign clients ; peosives 


entire country, consequent li ; 
$700, cash only, ill health. Address loot a 
Ottamwa, Iowa. 





WANTED partner to take interest of retiring mem- 
ber in established tirm in Western city. Must 


be capable of taking charze of Court work or commer- 
aadeanoen References as to ability and moral 
standing required. Address “F.T. L.”, care Ameri 
can Lawyers’ Agency. 


RELIABLE lawyer, LL. M.; 80; six years city ex- 
now member of firm, wishes to change 

and form partnership or association with tirst- 

class elderly lawyer, with high grade practice, located 
in prosperous city. Only first class man i 
proposition need reply. References given re- 
Gruen ARTHUR J. KENDALL, P. O. Box 114, 


J 











Care and sale of local properties and securi- 
ties for non-residents a specialty. ; 
Lester & McCartney, Fivancial Ag-nts, 

Denver, Colorado. 





RELIEF AT LAST! 
A New Turned-up Point Pen, 


ESTERBROOK’S 


FLYER, No. 531. 
<pbe 


Writes Especially Smooth and Kas} 
CAN’T SCRATCH. 
A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act- 
ion from pens used forty years 
ago as light is from darkness— 
when once used it will be al. 
ways used. 


No one can afford to be with 
out this luxury. 


Price, $1.00 per Gross. 


Including Postage. 


If your stationer cannot furn. 
ish them, write direct to 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO. 


26 John Street, New York, 


Divorce. 


A complete digest in Vol. 17, 
Century Digest. 


Eminent Domain. 


A complete digest in Vol. 18, 
Century Digest. 








A complete list of titles 
in published volumes sent on 
request. 


West Publishing Co., 
St. Paul, Minn. 








OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 
Arisona— 


Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 


California— MAGUIRE & GALLAGHER, (James G. Ma 

ex-Con, ; James L. Gallagher, ex-City 

and County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 
Colorado— 


Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 


Delaware— 

Florida— William Fisher, 204% South Palafox st. 
Pensacola. : 
Idaho— 
Tlinois— 

Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 


Iowa— 
Kansas— 
Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bidg, Louie 


Louisiana— 
Maine -— 


lafd—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 
Py = 
Massach usetts— 
Michigan— 


Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum- 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 


Mississippi— 
Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 


Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 
New Mexico— 


New York—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York. 


New York — LEONARD VAN BENTHUYSEN, 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, Buffalo. 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand Forks. 
Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus. 
Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scrantes. 
Rhode Island— 


Utah— 
Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 


Ww 


West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton,CityHall, Milwaukee. 
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Fill 
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R. L. 
to Alabama National ta Birmingham, 
and the Bank sd coe cae 


tomate (Sum 


aTEGORY tl u. a H. T. Sante. Commercial law. 
Practice 


ALASK 


"ARIZONA. 


) 
P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave. 
real estate law. 


and 


( 
met Brin ye oeeens Metianss Se 
(Pulaski).............. GEORGE B. PUGH 


Little Rook* 


Reuben Chapman 


A. 


to Searcy, Ark. 


woul HANBOLPH 


Ozark* (Franklin)... ......00.-+00+essse20+ J. B. Moore 
(Greene 


Perryville 


yay) 
Pine Bluff (Jefferson) ...... ..--.. Crawford & 
Buseellville* (Pope) Davis 


ay pee de 
toe it Bide. J.  GamBenceR, 615-517 ow prin a 


: Fairfield 
& Porter cet w. ¥ CAREY lot Hawley & Carey), 24 Sanford 
Bldg. Especial 


x 
ieoastinetine scocoete Vance 
Hudson 


Sea. commercial and corporation 

or the Citizens’ Bank. 
snot, MO NTA NE a & BYERS. bes = pe in all 
rte of the United States. Special attention 

SS clanaweed law and collections. 
Boagias Bid Refers without permission to 


4 4 Notary and steno- 

wwe a POLLARD, Rooms 303-306 Bullard 
= =—— 
sixteen 


and probate law practice, 
ence. 
wort 4: LEE, 420 to 425 Henne 
for National Bank of 
solidated Water Co., 
Modesto* (\Stanisiaus)....... P. J. Haser 
Oakland* (Alameda)......... E.j. 40. J. BAMBERGER 


Collections, commercial and ee law. 
Los Angeles) he's McLachlan 


0) 
Diego oscar A. Wai 
1015 Fifth st. Attorney for First Nat.B'k, 
SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
E. 3. 40. J. tal and co" Call atte. Cleans, 
commerc: corpo Ww. 8 
for the Bank of Commerce. a 
BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts, State and Federal. Special attention 
given collection and commercia] law. Notary 
Lye her in office. Office: Phelan Bldg. 


(See ca 
MAGUIRE & & GALLAGHER, Parrott eae , 


Woodland* (Yolo)........ .A. M. De Hurst 


COLORADO. 


Delta" (Delta) ard Fairiamb 


Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Sak 


Denver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG, POST & SHELDON, 000 & 628 Ernest & 
winks. References on application. 
— & PAR 712-13-14 People's Bank q 
nw vy el Western Bank, Denver, and 
juffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 
CHARLES A, A. MacMILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran- 
. Refers to First National Bank. 


pees MoUloskey 


Job P. L 
Samuel G. MoMallin 
Patton 


@ ) 
Lake City* (Hinsdale) .. 
Refers to the Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 


(Pueblo) 
Telluride (San Miguel) .... ............ L. C. 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) W. B. Morgan 


CONNECTICUT. 


facilities for collections in all 
parts of State. lecpenatien, probate and com- 


metre WE's Tran 
L EK —_— Block. Refers to 





Bteningwon (New an Ha — 
saseces “see HA Be 


alter Holcom 
>? o= seeee MICHAEL T. DOWNES 
e Aur or heg prompt returns 


Leighton's Block. Ma 
collections. the best for com- 


Vian (New Castle) 
WALTER H. HAYES, 839 Market st. Refers to Un- 
ion National Bank of W 
WILLIAM S. PRICKETT, 203 Equitable Bldg. Col- 
and commerciallaw. Re- 


ferences: Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co., 
Union National Bank, William B. Sharp & Co., 


Dist Ric OF COLUMBIA. 


ashington) 
ae Ss Simenatie eee 
tions a Central Nat'l B’k. 
BERRY Ly Fendall Blag 844 Date N. W. 
Walter V. R. Berry, 8. Minor). 
Sey any = Central 


Me og handle mercantile collections. 
FRANK M. CHURCH, Equity a 319 4% 
General la w practice. Prompt attention to all 
. Central National Bank. 
HOMER GUERRY, 8/-88 Fendall Bidg. Refers to 
Ww. & Trust Co. 
JAMES F. MULLALY, Warder Bldg. Commercial 
law. =. to Wi 
& Trust Co. and any Mercantile Agency in 


the coun 
HUBERT €. 629 F on W. Expert in 





Danbury* 
ary* ( 
Greenwich ( 


E. G. SIGGERS, 9i8 F st.. N. W. Patents and 
Patent Law. (See adv't.) 
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FLORIDA, 


weoeee James T. 


GEORGIA. 
—— i... eo R. WINCHESTER 
Refers to People’s National Bank. 
SD FT caimniie - - -14atemncosaecee J. A. Comer 


Refers tod .S Betts&Co and W.A. een teen. 

Athens” ‘Clarke)..........-. sel. Fiatau 

Refers to all leading ‘business honses. 
Atilanta* (Fulton) 

McELREATH & McELREATH (Walter McElreath 

M ), > Temple oo 


General law collections. 
ence: Third ‘al Bank of Atlanta. 
Augusta* (Richmond) ......... ag ep 
a (Decatur) ............ AL 
Pecos cencsneneperedd DART. ry DOTAL 
Refers to J. L. Clerk weniy J 





Rome* (Floyd o E CARPENTER 
Decccccccccce cocccecce 
Chatham 


Savannah’ ( ) 
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fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, M 
Ne ee eee vannah. 
Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 
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Refers to Home National Bank. 
Elmwood (Peoria). ...................-- Send to Peoria. 
El Paso (Woodford).................-- J. F. Bosworth 
Fairfield Refers wo Pend ns decegetséeadsendl Bf T. Martin 
ow ee at er arte Bankers. 
~~ petene = aeeesve W. N. Cronkrite 
Fulton (W hiteside) euueceveuseceuestis F. L. Holleran 
Galena" (Jo Davies).............0..-. Martin J. Dillon 
Gales! ERT Rete” ss GODFREY 
Galesburg National Bank Bldg. for 
Gales Nati Bank, ‘Sate k. 
Paaie, 2. + Bank of London Mills, London Mills, 
Greenup (Cumberland).............-- 
Harrisburg* (Saiee) -- 


ire to Fires Wational Bank and Oiney Bak’ 


Oregon* (Ogle).........0-ccceneseeeesss- Frank Bacon 
bee CED ccctcctncase dicaiseccscl H. G. Cook 
609 La Salle st. Refers to First National and 
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Wheatea (Du Page. CHARLES 
Whitehall (Greene) .. as 
Winchester = “i Wy 
Yorkville” (Kendall)... "Re 
INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison) .............. J.R. Thornburgy 

Angola* Sreaben)---ns-veeeeeeeene-Kimmet A. Brain 
Abarat (De Kalb)... ee Pree 
Batesville (Ripley) ...... Wwicéecd ++---Cornet & Gelvig 
Bedford’ ( Poccces ccbcddccccces H. P. Pearsoy 

Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Bedford. 
Bloomington* (Monroe)............. Louden & Londes 

Refer to tN Bank of Bloumington, 
Bourbon ) coccoccccccccescces. - 800 PF 
SE NED Sucdacatastensencoesaonsed Geo. A. 
Cam Dowecvecececes: W.F. 
prestige | ( Pecesoesecccccse. E. K. 
Columbus‘ S eGhnennhans W 

Refers to the First National Bamix = 7: Beck 
Crawfordsville* (Mon: = - Caldwel) 
Crown Point* (Lake)............ 
Decatur* Ye 
Elkhart (fltbaril. 
Elwood (Madison) 
Evansviile* 

Refers to the Old N 
Fairmount (Gran 
Fort W * (Allen) .. ZOLLARS, WORDEN 

sls Sn arnt He a 

R 

Hamilton Ni sional beak” of ” 
Frankfort* (Clinton) .................. Charles Stanley 
Frankton ( D chevatenéecucenaséses J. M. Pariow 
Goodland (Newton)..............-ss..-- J. W. Oswald 
Geoshen* (Elkhart) .......... .....s0.+. Baker & Miller 
Greencastle St Dsensccocnesesesaus Mark a ne 





JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Stevenson 
Refers to Fletcher National Bank. Bile 


MORRIS & NEWBERGER, Commercial Club en 
Practice in a State and 
Stanograpbers. Nowe 






Courts. 
——- A a 


iieark stance Nat Bi Bank, ¥. 
See Plymouth 








(Cass 
(Lawrence). ........... 00-6 Send to Bedford 
M (White) ..............- Spencer & Hamelle 
Mount Vernon* (Posey)...........+..- London 
Muncie* (Delaware)........ .. ...... & Long 
Nappanee ( De ccccecccoasoceses 
New Albany* (Floyd) ............. ....-- Jacob Herter 
New Harmony (Posey) .............- George C. Taylor 
Refers to New Banking 
Oakland City (Gibson)............ = -Chas. D. Osborn 


eee eee eeeeeeneee 


















ee 


eg RRERFEVEELERESS ED EEREEEE 


o oeeeeaa Ff 






)-- to 
‘scamption (Christian)..........Dowdall & 


Franklin 

Aurora (Kane)........2-cccc0«« ««e-H. O. Southworth 

Austin (Cook)...............- encscecees 3. W. Bonnett 
Beardstown (Cass) R. RB. Hewitt 





Sycamore* (De Kalb)........-..----....@. W. Dunton 
lorville* (Christian)........ --+---James M. Taylor 
Mite to H. M. Vandeveer & bankers. 
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INDIAN TERRITORY, 


octaw Nation)... 
te ON to Farmers & M 
(Pickins) Charles L. Fechheimer 
Bitrperokee Nation)..Send toJ.C. Starr atVinita 
(North Dist.) 
» (Ureek Namen) 
ee Nation). .. 


-CHARLES E. McPHERREN 
erchants Bank of Caddo. 


pareell (Pontotoc A. w. eNERRTHOMES 
Refers to the Uihickasaw National 
que Mad loter (Chootaw Nation) 
John W. Black Practice in all the courts. Re 


fers to First National Bank. — (Humboldt) 


Sceneeieiienas 4 T. Parks 
te Bank of Tah) aE and 8. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee Nation. 
finite (Cherokee Nation) .................- J. C. Starr 
Refers to T. 8. Remsen, merchantatGrove. Ind. Ter. 


Wagoner (Creek Nation) 


fablequah* (Cherokee Nation) 


La Porte Ci 
Lehigh (W 
Le Mars* cern 


( eee eee eneee 
hien* (Union). bi nscnccessncsescceeue 
Albia* (Monroe) 
Algona” (Kossuth).........-++0+ e000. E. V_Swetiing 
Anamosa‘ (Jones) . Brown 
Anita (Cass) Walter E ‘Haynes 
Armatro! f ws Estherville 


... Send to Emmetaburg 
--»- Send to Maquokets 
Send to Fort Dodge 
Send to Fairfield 

has. 


Belmond (W 
ham (Van Buren) 
Bode (Humboldt) 


Cedar ide (Linn) 

ALBERT T COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bidg 
Refers to Cedar National Bank and 
Security Savings 

JOHN N. HUGHES. Commercial and corporation 
law. Prompt attention to collections and de 

tions. Practice in all courts. peee re 

Refers to Cedar Rapida National k, 

‘aueiien Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 

& Son. and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 
Rapids. 
Charles City* (Floyd)...............-cccce- P. W. Burr 
% the Citizens’ National Bank. 

Charter Oak (Crawford) 

Cherokee* (Cherokee). ..... -M. WAKEFIELD 
Refers to First National Bank. A general law 
practice. Collections and real estate litigation, 
specialties. Notary public. 


el (Union John M. Hays 
— te the Iowa State Savings Bank and R. 





Dee RMINS: NEWITT AWRIGHT Youngerman Bloc! 
Refer to lowa National and Valley Nat’! Banks 

ay ~ 5 & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 
Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 

eral os practice. equipped col- 
lection department. 


aay SF ta 
LYON & LYON Cor. Sth & Main ste. Refer to First 
National Bank, Du 





Ham 

S| St helby) 
Refers 

Hartle 


Independence (Buchanan). dietdkanescdd E. E 
Indianola* (Warren 


Iowa Ci 


Lenox (Taylor). . 
Livermore (Humboldt) . 


elby County Bank of Haran. 


(O'Brien) rings 
aan & peany Siete Bee ane ©. “4 "oalby 


; P' 
Refer to North western State Bank. 
Prouty, Coyle & Prouty 
da Grove* (Ida). . -. Homer 5. ed 
. Hasner 
DET .nnecasnate aamiontend 0. C. Brown 
pate to the Warren County Bank. 


= msi Relsccedesead L. Ha tlett 
Send . Fort 

...€. T. BEDELL 
Refers to First National Bank. 


—o~ (Harrison) F L. R. Bolter & Sons 
Lobrville (Calboun).. ‘ ..Send to Jefferson 
Levinson (Umiam) . .....ccccsccccccccces —< to Creston 
Lyons (Clinton) F T. Holleran 
Madrid (Boone) Walter Canaday 
Mallard (Palo Alto)............ .Send to “oo 
Malvern (Mills) 
Manchester (Delaware) 
Manning (Carroll) 
Maquoketa* (Jackson . BY 
(Towa)... - -- Thos. Stapleton 
Meteliscdens a specialty. “Loans and abstracts made. 


Mount A 
Mount P’ enry) 
Muscatine" lecetiel 
Nashua (Chickasaw) .... 
Neola (Pottawattamie)........ =é 
Nevada* (Story)... . , Fitchpatrick & McCall 
Refers to First National Bank 
Newell (Buena Vista) .. ened .-M. E. Mack 
Newton* (Jasper) 
Ocheyedan (Osceola) 
Oelwein (Fayette) 
Onawa* (Monona) 
Comnge City* (Sioux). . ‘ 
* (Mitch SS ccacandhbunmeneanend G. 
fers to the Mitchell County Bank 


...Urr & Te Paske 
¥. Humbert 


Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) ........... Send to Fairfield 
Postville (Allamakee) .F. §. Burling 
Preston (Jackson) --Send to Maquoketa 
Primghar* (O’ Brien) .O. H. Montzheimer 
Rippey (Greene) al to Jefferson 


Rock Ww. EHO vores. 
A general law practice in State and 
a ——— _ real estate liti- 

7 68 o' an oe 

es fers to Iowa Bank and First Nat'l B’k. 
Rock waa a ides Ww eee 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) . 
Rathven (Palo Alto) 


neral law 
bs Refer to ete on and 
Sioux Spenser Whe (Buena Vista) 


T 


Sioux NER 
car ele —_ Masonic Bldg. Colleo- 


ilson) W. McG 
Refers te Wilson C> Biv dnd State B's of Frovonla 
Garden City* (Finney; Milton Brown 


(Brown) MEANS & SMITH 
Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
bank in Brown Cran: Notary 2 office. 
foxie* (Sheridan W. F. Schultheis 


( 
Refers to First 


caesUTTON & EARH EARWART. Pa ' to we yandatee ate 


urity Nat'l Banks. 


Topeka* (Shawnee) 

GEORGE A. HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 
tile Refers to National, 
Merchants’ National and Central Nat’] Banks 
of Topeka. Practice in all courts. 











Yates Center* (Woodson) ....Stephenson & Hoguelan4 
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(Mason)............-.------dMli Johnson 
Tnadcvetecsccstesesees Chas. A. Wood 

a - wy (Unien) 
ica, te any bank or business 

coun 
Morgantown* (Butler) ...... ....-. GUFFY & WHALIN 

Mount ~ = ) ey foe R. 

(Calloway) ..........02.-s00- mo x Diuguid 





New Orleans* (Orleans) 
—s. M. ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
H. F. Lewis 


‘ ‘& Co. (Ltd. ), New Orleans. 
Scher valence feretahod desired. 
JAMES T. & JOHN D. NIX, 127 A ge | 
to Louisiana National Ban Diligence and 
Selighiatany charges guaranteed in olactionn 


PER Dba ¢. & Wells 
-. Leonard, Randolph & Randall 


Ashland (Aroostook)................ 8. Thornton 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner, Faiige of Probate 
Auburn* (Androscoggin) . on. Pulsifer & Ludden 
Refer to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 

First National Bank, both of Auburn. 


(Penobscot 
oa ule Public). Refers to First N. 
Kenduskeag National Bank. 


( 
Dexter wy 4 
Dover* 
i oe — ’ official. 

any 

3 acetamemeniaittl E. O. Greenleaf 

to Nat'l B’k and Franklin Co. Sav. B’k. 
Fort Fairfield (Aroostook) ............... - = Bases 
Gardiner (Kennebec) ............. George W. 

pembcese onee & Archibald 


cer eeeeseseeeene 





eee eeeeee 





MUSGRAVE, agains & HALL, Fidelity Building. 


bankinglaw. W special 

to nealboction’, "inetery' in_office. 

Members Attorneys National Clearing House. 

Seeel mocharee . & Deposit Co. and Na- 

w. oom H. RALEIGH, 10 

a Ris Pa, Megs 

oak Comenienenee of Deeds in 

gies, co to F pie’e Bank: 
A ~ 

Merchants National N Exchange 
Bank and © * Bank. 





IN* (Suffofk) 
ee yt} LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
Old Colony Trust Co. 
auGusTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
shire st. La llections and 


= Wilts 

Waltham (Middiesex).................... 
Watertown (Middlesex)........ eocces Si E. 
Westfield Hampden) paanooasuisind EDWARD |. oma 

Room 1, Gowdy Block. 

law. References: First National La 
Westminster (Worcester)........... 
Winchester (Middlesex)....... ae res 
Weorcester* ( 


Ww 
RICE, KING & nice, 19 Pearl st. Practice we dae 
courts. Thoroughly fa 
t. Refer to or — 
wedi ao See aa Mag 
of legal work Collections. ae 
tens National bank in Worcester.” oe Be 
MICHIGAN. 





Boston 
Brockton (Plymvath).............-.. Herbert H. Chase 
Refers to Brockton National Bank. 
Brookfield (W: Diecceovicce Gintien aney Cottle 
Cambridge’ (Middlesex)............ Augustine J. Daly 
(Hampden)............... F< aged H. LOOMIS 
cusps Fos amp a to Cheops 
8 Mnccaseceund 
Clinton (W orcester)................ Edmond A. Evans 
Dalton (Berkshire). eccvces ‘poate Send fo 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... 
Fall River (Bristol) ...............---- SWIFT & GRIME 
Banking and Commercial Law. Attorneys for 
and 





—— Hampden) 
ohn Hildvoth, Refers to Holyoke National Bank 
and Home National Bank. 
M. 3 O'CONNOR. Marble Block. Best facilities for 
llections. Reference: Any —_ in ayy 








). Cassius Alexander 
pipes pquecvceensceo geen’ J.T. Campbell 
ara OLTROOD & Bl & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 

a Trust Co. Bldg. Commercial 
and collections. to ‘ola National 

Bank of Grand — 
TAGGART & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michigan Trust Oo, 
com: 
to Grand 





Hilladale* (Hillsdale) 
iton™ a 
Refers to Boies State Savings Bank and Thompesea 
Imlay (Lapeer) 
Tonia* Cass Rdesace's 
Epes ope age 
“ a wane) Natetvde sctécber all Zuver & 
Osborne & Co. of Auburn, N. Y., 
amestown, N. Y. 


and The Wyckhoff Harv. Co. of J 
Kalamazoo) 








eee ee mmeweneeereaee 


see eeewenaee 
Cee eee ntewaeeeaseees 


eae eeeeneeeeeee 


(Emmet)... sicdgcddcsgcccedbue «----Dart & 
to S. Rosenthal & Son and First State Bank. 

bbbdos th ddédde= 35 John H. Patterson 
to Bank. 
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Rosedale* (Bolivar).. CHARLES SCOTT & E. Ht. wooos 


Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 












‘ational Ba Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Scranton” (Jackson) .... Bullard & Bullard 
vi (Wi Shelton & Brunitw 






































OE) cc cccccccccccces+s 8. Gibeos 
Lincoln* 
Hannibal (Marion).............---------W. H. Fishe: BROADY 








a 
ie 
Ne 
° Alton’ (Oregon)... -+00eeseeeeeseeeees ; 
el «= Hs Jogeph* (Berriem).----=--90-"= ° ‘Ash Grove (Greene) .......---------------3. 0. 
Rx. Reters to the Bank of Ash Grove. 
4 Send to Winons 
ld; Grafton (rillmore) 
<4 Grant (Perkit 
wn % | darvard (Clay .--...--------- --" THOS. H. MATTERS 
4 . Hotere ie First Unies State Bankes 
Den (Adams) Michel A. Hartigan 
ey ‘anaes Geoktteh Hayes Densre" (Hayes)...---------- ----O. A. Reedy. 
tal Losier, Painter & Moris Hay Spring (Sheridan).....- -----. Sond to 
& Harrison prom* (‘Lhayer)......------ «+++ Thos C. Marshall 
a a fh my Hall & Reed 
to Schuyler 
all Matthews 
de arren Praté 
88 Farmers’ Bank. 
P. Voter 
~ — 








ces: Bradstreet; any ° Refers os : 
to First Nat'l and German-A merican Banks 

y in office. ‘Travelling collectors to give Harri iIle* (Cass) —z.- = tions. 

| attention to © anywhere in the Hayti (Pemiscot) .....-----+--++------- J. B. Duncan F. i. 


Huntsville: ( RSA RE John N Hamilton 
fers to The 5. id. Hammett Banking Co. of braska 





































































rk 
jon taries 
bb Refer 
et eeeeeeeeeene 
all 
7) 
wd «© HE Grainerd* (Crow Wing)..--- ----- 
tile 
Ips 
res ‘ellow Medicine) . ...-- 
at OULUTH” (St. Louis) 
| HICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of Com- 
ia merce Bldg. Collections and commercial busi- 
re ness. Highest grade references furnished on 
uest. 
foe RICHARDSON & DAY. (oun mercial and mort 
a . Refer 
ak Duluth. and Paul National Bank. St. Pani. os 
” (Martin)....... .+--cccs- De Forest Ward ——, Sa = a RR 
a ee. Bank. a. Mott |. Refers to the First National Bank. 
rat « (Otter Tail).....-. Norwood (Wright).....------------  «==+=* H. H. Bal 
ik, ns —— and First N ne i Beaks. to A. 
fuda WITAY) « «2 nnn nnn ceeneeeecersseoees ° Foley --~ ins aaaaatina sian ana lean 
ond nt De deebocsessencoseuerane vB. Aloe | eS aee 
-_ Henderson* (Sibley)...------------++++- "H. Leeman | Poplar Blaf* (Dutier)-.--;--- 55-35" 
Lake Benton (Linooln)...-------0----200G stourell 
er Lakefield (Jackson) .....-----~--+----+- . G. Princeton pnesaoees a0-oue 
; Rich Hill (Bates)...........----. ---Geo. P. Hucke 
” inttae (uentem).--- Bank of Lael. Sx Joseph” (Buchanan)... Stauber, Crandall & pod 
Te * (Todd) .....---c0ceeeeeee D. Van 8T. LOUIS. 
“es. Man kato* ( Blue Earth).......---...------ 8. B. W F. H. Sullivan, 523 Security Building. 
ler marshall (Lyon) Seward & Burchard | Savannah" (Andrew).... -----.- Booher & Williams | Repu! (Harlan) ...--.---.--+----- J. 
te Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First Refer to the Commercial Bank. Refers to City Bank. 
ler National Bank of Marshall. Sedalia* (Pettis).............-....---Sangree & Lamp Risdng City ( )enenees--seenee Send to David City 
ell Game (Hi ) Slater* (Saline). ..........---; ~_ & B. Burks | *ogers ‘Butler)......----- ---------- Send to Schuyler 
, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber Springfield* (Greene). . ..--- MOORE & STEPHENSON Rushville* (Sheridau)....-- ---_------ 41. H. Edmands 
hi- Exchange. and real Room 16, Baker Block. Refers to Exchange Bank, Rushville, and Mave- 
tal estate law, pny to Flour City Stewarteville (De Kalb) ........--------- -B. F. Clark rick Bank, Gordon. 
val National Bank or any bank or jobbing house Stockton* (Cedary...-----+-00-+-+-------TER MMs Saronville ( Jacccncceccccces-ceeee= Send to Sutton 
in Minneapolis. ( Dadeccedcaccecsecccccccoses > Oe Caeee Schuyler* ( ) cccoccccccccccccnccccees w. 1. ALLEN 
o. Weatevideo" (Chippewa) .------ Secee Smith Thager (Oregon) «oo notin a ~~*e""" 6M. Meeks | Seward" (Seward).....-------+------<- h Brothers 
m- Moorhead* (Clay) ....----------+- James M. Witherow All legal promptly attended to. Zhelton (Buffalo). ...------------- Spencer E. Phelps 
od General |, collecti Refers to | Trenton™ (Grundy)........-..---------- WB. Clerk Youth Omaba (Dougias)...-..--.---------- H. L. Cohen 
Moorhead N Bank and Bradstreets. cubs tuart L. Penn ....J. E. Wilson 
te Pine City" (Pine)........-----+---0s- 8. G. L. Roberts to ’s Bank of Troy D. Hayward 
. Tp ere Léccoceqveosess Beyaten & mrovene ae me a pa H. + oe 
Rochester” (Olmsted)......-..--- Callaghan Granger | Versailles" (Morgan).....------- ? Stanton 
Je faint Cloud* (Stearns)......-..-.-.-.- Taylor & Jenks Warrens! (Johnson)....... F. M. Sweet 
7 Refer to the First National Bank of St. Cloud. Webb City (Jasper)........----+---- og er 
itt faint James (Watonwam)......--.--- ‘W. S. Hammond | Winona (Shannon) ..........-----------=-- Ww. 
ce L* ) : Refers to J. H. Berkshire, Gen] Mgr B C. True 
- $. P. CROSBY, ¢10-411 Globe Building. Land & Lamber Co. 8 
» Nicollet).....--+-000+2-s0e0: A. A. Stone MONTANA. Good & Slama 
or ashington).....-. Pe © Blair McBeath - (¥ 1 Banks. 
Harbors* (Lake) .....-.+-+-++-++2s John Dwan ee APRA GOCRE E. Martin 
a Winona* (Winona)........----.--=+-- ‘Webber & Lees ae ConErEEaEEensshaccavatescese 4 
ck for Merchants’ Bank of Winona — — Sceccccccccceeeeseeses® J.L. . Northrop 
i: tembrote (Goodhue) .......---+-=+-s+++« J. H. Farwell | "WELLCOME RROOTE. Refer to | W. A Clare & | ¥ Oliver Olesen 
”" ere ; * . ne ercantile ‘ork* ork) . Bemis 
y. MISSISSIPPI. Co. and Montana Hardware Co. of Butte. 
7) 4 * (Momroe).....--.-+-++++2-- +20 Paine | Dillon* (Beaverhead)........----------- W. 8. Barbow 
ns Bay St. Leuis* (Hancock). Bowers, Chafte & McDonald PRIN i465 00s scacccccosch John J. Ker | Austin* (Lander) Walter C. Gayhart 
an Brookhaven* (Lineoln) ......-.---- Will R. Easterling to Lewis Bros. Bank. Carson City* (Omasby).....----------+---22+*- 1. -offin 
oh Refers to ercial of Brookhaven Great Falle* (Cascade).........- -------- M. M. lates Reno* (W: . Wm. Webster 
oD Qanton* (Madison) ...........---+-0+00=---- F. Hamilton (Missoula) seibanewdidend coeds Robert A. Virginia City* (Stery)...-------- .Geo. D. Pyne 
a Gevela “""Faiiue A.B Se Een ee. Winiage NEW HAMPSHIRE. : 
ot 60 ~—C*éRoffere to citizens’ Bank, Greenville, and Planters’ | ~lseou™® or Morinas” (Meagher) _... 
mn Bank, Clarksdale, P. Blach | Sriatel (Grafton).....---.----------+ 
er Greenville* (Washington) ........--- 
~ Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. 
14 (ae Gulfport (Harrison)..........Send to Mississippi City | Subwin 7 ilton)..........---- 
ME Batileaburg® (Porry)....--..- 0-000. .000eee@. W- Bilis | AUrore: (eee een nennnnennen” 3 
ss Ws Belly Spring’ (Marshall)................---B. F. Fant | Gartiet#’ (Neu M5. Bishop. 
© EE sects (hinds)... Wiltisiason & Potter | Successors to A. I. Bishop, 2» mip | Srent Falla (Straiford).......----Send 
BD Meoomt City (Pike)... ..."7.-.QUIN & WILLIAMS | Bestrice” (Gago,-....--.------ Griggs, Rinakar & Ok, | ceene* (Cheabire) - --2.--... 
6 Oo  DeketeteCiieens Bek, | Ee (Pommblind .............. .2e--4e - Keene* Dt sateen cman <6 
4 (Franklin) .......-..-«-«++. A. H. Byram Refers to the Keene National 
(Webster), ... A. M. Waltere | Gaconia* (Belknap).--.------ weaned 
City* (Merrick).........-.--.J. B. Dorsheumen Lancaster® (Coos).......---+++++++----+- Lada 
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* (Camden) 

JOHN G. HORNER, 111 Market st., Telephone 274. 
Practices in all courts of New Jersey ; Acts as 
resident agent for New Jerse etary 2 corporations ; 

eral corporation work. otary Public. 

ty Trust Co., Camden, N. J. 
JOHN 0. WILSON, 211 Market st. Collections made 
U.S. _Corporation and commercial 
law. Security Trust Co., West 
Title & Guenantes Co., New ‘Jersey 






Hlisabeth* (Union) 
RICHARD F. HENRY, 109 Broad street. 
CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, SoG of Sts Bile. Refer- 
ences: Hon. yee g = my ne ei 
N.J.; Hon. Chas. N. nk Saadeh 
Ciksen' Bask and First Nat bank 





*WARnEN DIXON, DIXON, 259 Washington st. Practice in 


Collections receive m Promp t 
peta Remittances mad: a a oa 





toN.J. Title Guaranty 

DENNIS B. RYAN, | Mon ery st. 
for State of New York. Every ae for 
successful teeny 3 collections. Reference: 


Hudson Comat National Bank. 
weer + FR: D. T. STORY, 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
egy «Be i Me mg throughout the 
tor and Master in Chancery. Re- 
fore t to Hudson County National Bank. 
(Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. Hayhurst 


P. Fay. Counselor at Law. 
FREDERICK XC PARKER Counselor at Law, 12 West 


‘Main st., x ary Pe 215 Broadway, Long 
Branch, N.J. WN Public. Gomenlntenat 


of Deeds for New Y: and Pennsylvania. 





a. ligetion department under piel ewe 
co t er m ~ 
x —— J can Surety 
Newark; Essex Comuty’1 Nat Be Bank, Newark. 
WALTER P. LINDSLEY. pe gd aoe All collec- 
made ae a 
Correspondence ted References: 
chants’ Nat'l Bank, D. H. Dunham, President 
Farmers’ Ins. Co. and Judge Frederic Adams. 
Mew Brunswick* ( Middlesex)..... arren K. Schenck 
aie Natcnal National 1 Bank of New Jersey and Peo 

's 


Ocean Albert A. Howell 
.. . WILLIAM ADGATE LORD 

Hitional Bank Bidg. " Collections wade under my 
ere (Detlingten) Refers to —- Nat'l B’k. 

bee Sy Sosonsaaes nokia John G. Horner 
Pusele (Passaic). el Ce oe Wm. W. Scott 
pacosnsce FREDERICK F. SEARING 

wie, Safin teller of the Paterson Nat'l Bank. 
Paterson National Bank and Paterson 





moascbeuns dcacqcgtie Ns 4 Runyon 


Batherford (Bergen)................ James W. Miller 
Refers to Chas. ee, eee 
Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of iro iG 


ay . Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 
* (Mercer) 


SAMUEL C. KULP, 111 East State st. Coliections 








receive my prompt attention. Act as 
agent for non- ee tions. Reference: 
‘Trenton Trust fe De = “hg 
EDWIN E. MARSHALL 1 137. Collections, 
and co Depositions 
References 





and German Bank. 
CLINTON & CLARK, 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
of Buffalo. 
aes _ BENTHUYSEN,307 Mooney- Brisbane 
attention to 


Seee ee ene ee cesene 


eee e eee emmeeeaeesaaees 


ewe eee cseerensese 


& Daress. Refer to State Bank, Chat- 


* (Tompkins) . ......20++.0«+-0< 
Jamestown (Chautauqua)........... Fowler & Weeks 
Refer to Jamestown National 
Tohnstown* (Fulton) ............. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
to Bradstreet’s and the Johnstown Bank. 
e or bende dbececeeusqense dal N. T. Hewitt 
REWCOMB & METZGER. A law 
in State and Federal " in- 
commercial 


NEW YORK* (New York) 
oun PEER uateMPCLE Been, at 
Vernon office, Lucas Bldg Commercial and 
corporation law, adjustments of stock transac- 
tions a specialty. Practice in all State and 
Federal courts of Greater New York. New 
Depositions 





any aneel in 
(See lay card.) 

ABHAHAN Gd GOLDFA B 87 Nassau st. Practicein 
courts. Collections and commercial law a 


alty. Surrogate practice. References: 
spe Bank, New York; M. Phillips & Son, 





ces : Tresten Teust & Safe 
Donndt On and Trenton Gas & te Electric Co. 


New York City—Continued. 
» Sees em Park Row (Park Roy 
PERCY L. esis aotincads = ; 
LO 1 Collections 
mercial law and wereaavey. ar 4 
Tee’ jence tevined. Referen 
Loe, Seow Edward Swith & ( 0. F 


ancast r & Sons, of Now Yet 
HOWARD & idcWiCLiAMS, 91 Naseau at. eg 








Mfrs, 24 White st. (See "other references in 
display card.) 


be veg 


POWELL AC. & cADT 
Broad 


J 
General law and consul 
mS. WM. P. ALGER ee ae 
Collections made Gronakeat the U.§, 
me Canada by a carefully selected list of 
petent attorneys. We are forwa: ders ag 


ss a 


t Siegel, Cooper & Co., slice 
oper a) ors, ¥.Y. 
&Chic. (For other refsrences see display 


ee 


——=> 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 






see ereeere 





William © Goes 
am E 
Hasbrouck & Ly 
Frederick W 


or 















Queens Jno. R. Townsend 

Yonkers (Woetahesteri.. nadtnentandetn Wm. CO. Kellogg 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Ashboro* (Randolph)............. .-- Wm. C, Hammer 

seville’ (Duncombe) rer} ¢ = 

Checee Peers *~ pe ed ~ 











Laurinburg, N. 

(Union)........... Robert B. Redwine 
Mt Airy D boccsce eqmescccenense Gee. W. 5) 
ey a Beadcce ecocecces ecceee FR. B. Nixon 
Raleigh (Wake) 

A. B. ANDREWS, Jr. Commercial law. Refers 
Citizens’ N: Local counsel for 
Southern Rail 

” sueobeded Cameron Morrison 
Roxboro* (Person)..........0.+--+++++ ‘Wm. D. Merritt 
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—— 


Ratherfeel).,<« -200r0i<s2 8. Gallart 
atari Ban tof Rutherfordion. 


Olay We 




















«seeeee 


Martin) A 
* (New he . B. 


bl (Foraythe) 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
(Pembina). «.. --++-++++-eeeeee 


Bottineau ( ND enna sass8i oss 
Ca ae towaer County 
Devil's Lake" ( IY) - =<: enereneess E. A. MAGLONE 
Retera to First National Bank of Devils 'e Lake. 
Dickingon” (Stark). . --2e----dames G. Campbell. 
Ellendale“ Diukevi rs A Flemington 
).-. "Newman , & Stambaugh 


ee ee ed ed re * ee Fr ee eh. , i 











{ . . 
) LaMoure* (La Moure) Sdéétee deeds R. W. i ineck wel 
to all La Moure County a and James 
pre Eatnoel Bank of Jamestown, N. D. 
Leeds (Benson I emmantanreiaodnens wees ya 
: some (Ward) <a to Towner 
Northwood ( orks: .v. 
{ erce Send to Towner 
Sco oe AA 
(Me. ee eaeceeesceccese 

b City* (Barnes).......-.- -MARTIN E. ieumen 

] to First National Bank and any business 

. house in Valley City. 

‘ Wi * ( agror? ccooccssses Voie rama 

* Emmons ccccces rmstrong 

7 DEFEND <cocacaceccenctag Send to Towner 

j Willow City (Bottinean).............. Send to Towner 

7 

, 

! 

’ 

Athens" (Athens)...............2...0--0- 

wank of i and ‘avert a 

tions. Notary public 8 

: for non-residents given prompt attention. 

} Barnesville (Belmont) g * 

j Batavia* (Clermont) . 

: Bellefontaine* (Logan) 

Blanchester ( ton) 
Bowling Green* ( Wood) 
Bremen (Fairfield) ................. 

Bryan* (Williams) ................000-- 

(Crawford) Edward Vollrath 

} SND Subs sédb0csbs ecubticedes J. B. Worley 

Caldwell* — econcncegstbcbitlideits pe 

j (Guerngey) ............20--- . HH. 

Camden (Preble) ..............-s000-- Frank G. Shuey 

] Canal Fulton (Stark).................. ° 

, SILLEF¢ PoMERENE, Contal Saving Bank Bldg. 

Refer to any in the ci 

Carey MEET) « cccdcccsocetvoctes 

> arradbont (Carroll) ... 

Qelina* (Mercer) ....... 

Obeshire (Gallia). 2.........0..-.... 

Chillicothe* (Ross). ...... .......02..00- 

| CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 

CHARLES F. WiLLIANS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law liection de- 
partment. Depositions. Carbon cop. Phage 

extra charge. References: suy in city. 

Long Distance 'Phone 1749. 

Cireleville* (Pickaway). . a«+eseecee-H. A. Weldon 

] 

’ JOHN 0. “Apa Nea eck Block. Refers to 

| Seateckg) ne Finch & Dewey 

RON cenednesicccdceetens e 

oueaene ( kiin) 

F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Boardof Trade. At- 
} for hg National Bank and Ses. 

, nvestment Bankers. 

| ALBERY" a DILLON, 19 South High st. —_ 
eats and N pom de! Refers 

Commercial Nat'l Bank, 

any J —-~ or wholesale house in Columbus. 

: } a wah Grove (Putmam)...............-. . Sanders 

| PUN cccoddccortcee’ — M. Potter 

, Gedeots couens 

: 

j 


















































Best S-brenpest (Octuashtana). .Grosshans & Grosshans 
Eaton* (Preble).. ~amap X Sayler 
Elyria* ..Lee 








Jackson* (Jackson) .............---00-0-. B. C. Powell 
pee ere Reedinhiaus édneae se t S Beste 

| ey to Ravenna 
Kenton‘ (Hedin ldibne siddessaats Johnson & Johnson 
Lancaster* (F Jecwcee coces+-++ee-0. M, Strickles 
Lebanon* terme ey han ..-R. J. Shawhan 


Pu 
) 
Logan* (Hocking) 
ar 
. Lowry. 
London* (Madison) ..............--++ Linceln & Lincoln 
Lorain (Lorain).........20.+se000+--se00-- ). H. Aiken 





Seneca) 
| hg National Bank. 


CHITTENDEN A ceereeyeas. Drummond Block. 
Commercial la 


w and collections a specialty. 
= to an dank in this city. References 
will be hed in all cities on application. 


mes RUS taken in office. 
— Myre: 'y CLAPP, Drummond Block. 
im all courts. 


Commercial, corpora- 
den, om, probate ea real estate, banking and insur- 
ance laws, a spec . Refers to Merchants & 
Clerks’ Bank mod Oh — B’k & TrustCo. 

Toronto (Jefferson). . ‘ ol 
a (Tuscarawas). bdpaboobdd 
Super Sens Sandusky* tWyandot) Rqecenagas H. Newell 
* (Champaign).............-- W. McCracken 
Van Wert* (Van Wert).......... . L. 
( 





First National Bank of Wellston. 
Wellvil ‘Cotembiana) Pi dicrspccdcads cae . L. Wells 
Was ing’ wi : WBsb cvs duvcnsces ; Slone & Martin 
‘008 WPMEED 5 hose ccccccccccces ame + E. Sayder 
z Springs oe, Vibasdeuicie xe Dakin 
oungstown* ( ecce , Ewing 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) . . Frasier 


OKLAHOMA TERRI TORY. 


Beaver* (Beaver)................- R. H. Loofbourrow 
County ———: Refers to Starr Grocery Co. 
Chandler’ (Lincoln)...... B. A. Robertson 





Astoria* (Clateop).........-....--- wsss--&. R. Kanage 
(Lane) woecosconcene oa nee ~ Hale » de Norton 
MeMinnville* ‘Yom ri Nia ew ee Rhodes & Rholes 
Portland” 
PIPES & TIFFT. in United States and 
State Courts. 


Francisco Bank (Ltd.), Portland. 
CHARLES J. SCHNABEL, 515 Chamber of Com- 
ae Commercial, corporation and 


mining laws. 
Salem* (Marion) .. svececosess SOM Ws 
Refers to Ladd & Bush, Bankers, and Na- 
The Dalles* (Wasco) .....Mays, & Wilson 
: Db seed scagvcsechbuaeke E. Hawkins 
Union* (Union) ..........+-..2+--2-ee-e e H. Marsh 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Alteshows (aklen) bSccewssue: McCready & Moore 
ANTASL SUHAA 1, Dist. worney for Lehigh county. 
pn, —— 


4. $. Cia nine. ws Solicitor for First National 
of Altoona. 


aie 7 ——— Ww. Sin. imnrariex 
m. 
chia era 8. W. Sen. 


( 7 oi on Johnson « + 
pa wr \cupent 


st. Saisie sas Nam te Gan ty ot 
Erie. General and commer- 
cial law in Federal and 

Franklin* (V. 
Refers to 

Gettysburg’ (Adams) 


Seer e wees sees ee eeeeee 


eee eee eee ecm e en eeee 


S$. S. RUPP, Market =. Cine receive 

my prompt personal at Refers to Har- 

‘Trust Co. and Dauphin Deporit Bank. 

CHAS. C. ee po 222 Market «t. Collecti. ns and 

commer. iallaw. References: Commonwealth 

Guarantee Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
National Bank. 


Merchants’ 
T. KITTERA oo No. 9 North 3d st. Collec- 
tions made all parts of U.S. Resident agent 
business in 
* Bank 





Lincoln TF 
my hy Fint National Bank. 


PTT eerCer ric eer 
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Haselton ) 
(Blair) 
Hummelstown , 2 
*( Bea cccconcad Horace B. Dunn 


& 

Jenkintown (Montgomery yee Send to Norristown 

J « , 

W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
distincti 








fears 
A. S. HERSHEY, 47 Grant st. My individual atten- 
tion given to collections. Refers to Northern 
National Bank, ae National Bank wad 
e's National Ban 
A. F. TEITER, 43 Genus st. Co 
jnslvency litigat ou. Col'ections. Refers to 
Bank, Laneaster,or oy bank in city. 
Junius B. Kautma: . 46 North Duke 
Lanadale (Montgomery)...... .... 
Latrobe” (Westmoreland) 











































eee eeee- 







Wsadebes E. L. HALLMAN 
Collections and commercial law. ——- ~ 
National Bank, Montgomery Ins., Trust & 
ae. Co. of Norristown and Nat'l B’ i of Royersford. 
City (Venango)......................- Wm. McNan 













Trast Co 
LEO G. BERNHEIMER, 304-306 Ci 
General law —_. Collec - 
mercial law. Notary Public. References on 





























































t. Refer 
ele ete et 
rosin A. A, — unin Stephen Girard 

ey , and collec- 





law, 
tions, 6 Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Hi arner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 


Ww 

st.; Ivins, Diets & M gerpets, 4" 

Market st. ; The Borgnet of Co, cks, 

Ab. Race streets. 

WELLINGTON J. SNYDER, Room 403, 929 Chestnut 
st. Commerci A 
SvesicoinsBermsty. Reference: City Trust, 

as, Surety Co. 

EDWIN L. STEARNS, 929 Chestnut st. Collections, 
commercial law, tion law. References: 


Commonweal Insurance & Trust Co. 
WAGNER & CRAWFORD, 15 ana 17 south Third st. 
Prompt attention to claims 








eeeeeereerenaseen 





York* (¥ 

FRANK rich BORTNER, Rooms M & N Small's —_. 
Collections the best possible attention 

y Title & Irust Uo., York, or 








ite 


cael. probate 


eee 


, 86 N. 6th et. Collections, com- 
and coxpesety n law. Refers 


eystone National 
wit Liam RICK, 632 Court st. Collections a spec- 


a. RK : First National Bank, Read- 
oodPalleyCo. andP. yoo Eisenbrown& Sons. 
Sehove eliotn nnabesedeneses to Lock Haven 
Reyooldevalle le (Jetersan) danas Santee ~—s at McDonald 
a ee Weketee Ubdouove Fred H- Eb 
Royers: Mon ontgomery dpi Scud Send to Norristown 
Schwenksvi le fie Csecomaery) Posed Send to Norristown 


anna) 
SOMPHANK E. BOYLE, Bure Bid. Refers to any ban} 


wholesale in the 
08 8. Nees sare Room 605 Connell Bi 
to collection Refers to 


10Hw « ett C: mmonwealth Bid 
aed Refers o Traders’ 


8. 


8 ecial 
ferchants 


enka Bank and Scranton S:vingsBank. 


Peerrr Per 


Collec- 


ilkesbarre* 
— PANSART, 1b 15 a Fonte st. Commercial 


ra 4. ‘Dan 


ALEX. C. 
and 


JACKSON, 
commercial 


, 53 Bennett Bide, Particular » 
to collections a law 


+ wh of this ci 
47 Bennett Bld Collections 
law. to First National 


Bank of Berwick. 
JOSEPH MOORE. Refers to First National Ban) 
’s Bank and Wilkesbarre stg 6 


Bank. 
JAMES R. SCOUTON, 21 & 22 Bennett te. 
best collections. 


of facilities for 


CAN 
S 


Refers to Securi 


Becies 

“e A. Hoober, Title & Trust Bldg 
ohnE. Kell. Refers toDrovers4 Mechavice Nat.Bk. 
waited nance ISLAND. 


pcos Se 


Seow eereanee 


es 


remittances. J. A. Wood, Mgr. 
department. Refers to it~ 4 s Bank 
or Anthracite Deposit & Savings Bank 


* (L 
UNSOR. 
Ww 


OE — bieMeerenen 2M. = 
to Citizens’ Savings B. 
Beaufort’ (Beaufort)....... dvtnges’ cnt W. 1. Verdier 
Camden* Pooscaseccushessemben C. L. Winkler 
CHARLESTON* (Charleston) .. William Fitch 
Cheater* (Chester).................... Ashbel G. Brice 
erin Commercial Bank of Chester, and to 
; rs. 
Columbia’ ( Richland)............... Moore & Thomson 
to Loan & ge of South Carolina. 
G Coane -_ S aeibeeemaained WALLACE & ore 
to A oods, banker, and National 


eer eeeresene 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen* (Brown)... Charlies M 
Refers to Aberdeen and First National Banks. 













(Campbell)......--00---- a 


)-cnccccccccscccccessoes- D W 


eoereccceceees A. K. 





- Andrew = 
Gardner 


PTT eTerT irri ee eo 


in the coun 


ete meee eee anseee 


Cnorville* (Knox) 
F. B. GOODNEART, lagen Building. 











( 
and a Line & Co. 
Franklin* «+++ --Bggieston 
Refer to National of —_* and 


commerce law, and = mercantile collections 

don n= 
joumes nudiadandoen clini Send to Louden 
> eapecasocacnasesss J. E. Cassaday 







corporation 
& Mountcastie 
escape doesenuweces sbeece W. O. Mims 

¥ ony sabecece a — ; 
i eit Pe 
"¢ Do ccc.ccccccesece «----M A. Cumming 
iton* (Cpose) ndagodustsedevecesss Walker & Hunt 
Refer to ~~ Bank or any other bank 








@ & FRESEEEZ__.7 || 
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a 
Se 


* (Washington)...........MATHIS & TEAGUE VERMONT. Snohomish* (Snohomish).............-Coleman & Hart 
Breaham* (W ae Prompt attention South Bend* (Pacific) ....... .....- Hewen & Stratton 
A gorvusiness sent Us. Notary in office. tors omy, hn a = A Gent wo Rotor to South Bond Banking Co. and J. H. Dalton, 

to) First National Bank. Barre (Washington) -.....---.----=----F. County Auditor. 

to the Firs Goodwin & Grinnon Refers to sey Dank or business man in the of 

Rare filam) sa-osccsescseee=--E- &: Hamnerean | PO (Orie i lank ¥. W. baldwin | "SANS ORR HUNEXE, 606 to 611 Hyde Block. Com- 
y= —— aA Otis Trulove Refers to Barton Savings Bank. realestate and probate law. Collections. 
Cleburne’ ( ee ae & Webb Bellows Falls (Windham) ee cececcessceoees ¥. A. Bolles General Practitioners. References 
oc ae nt le Sh ht 2 R. B. Loggins | Brandon (Rutland)...........--.---- Edward 8. Mareb Bs furnished, or write any bank or 
Columbia or rad secccce fe Brattleboro (Windham)........-..- «+--+. Frank Stowe MBLEN werchant in Spokane. aa 
Columbus (Colones Refore to Vermont National Bank of Brattleboro. conte on ase: tlesdien, Lan- 
aw = Sa LUND, ter’ Johnson, New York; Moran, 





(Mont 
Refers to Lhorp ~/§ Griffith. 


Darter (Chittenden) 

CLARK C. BRIGGS, Briggs Block. 
licen: etatemereninars J. L. Young Lamoille) 
Ooepervere to First National Bank of Gooper. 


--Send to Hyde Park 
.--Bend to St. Albans 





an “ Mayer & a aoe cisco idorchants 
ANNEX. Protective Un' Portland. Oreg 
( Special deposition facil 


Corsicana” (Navarro) Fairfi at a JBL ia 
W, NAGLE & BALLEW. Referto National 
ag "Corsicane National Bank and Pieming & Georgia (Franklin)... iy mae MORLLYN A ALLYN, wey Reap Alva, Be.) Jr.) 
Templeton, bankers, of Corsicana. Francis eenaediiadeielenn tee. 
LOVETT. Refers to City National Bank of c 
' pp Re egg Walla Walla’ cm VIRGINIA. otnbes w. Clark 
f Boston, ; . ’ - 
Baltimore, Md.; Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New Addison* (Webster) .......... ..---- urmond 
York City), The econ e Commercial law and collections. Refers to Buck. 
W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. Rutland) 4 bannon Bank, Buckhannon, W. Va. 
Crowley (Tarrant) ....-----+-+-++-+00 Send to Cleburne | gheldon (Franklin)....-.-.---.-----Send to St. Allens Bluefield ( Mercer ee -W. W. MeClangherty 
Dallas* ( —— St. Albans* (Franklin)...... ....4, @. MOTT rs to the First National Bank of 
BAKER & wan, References: National Bank of Refers to Weldon National Bank, St. Albans. f (Ugeban: ur) 
of Dallas. | aay pen A, REI TahstP Boney Motos F. C. Pifer. fers to the Traders’ National Bank. 
EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 285 Main st. Refers to the | Stowe (Lamoille)..............---- Send to Hyde Park A.M. law and collectione. 
National Exchange Bank. White River Junction (Windsor) ....Wm. Batehelde: | Burton (W: Ww G. Sesigran 
Windsor to Addison 


fort W: 
ones McGOWN, Rooms 28 & 29 Powell Bidg. | Harrisonburg* ( Jew eevee 
. tr eet Seat coms ‘of — Hot Springs (Bath seseeen ceaeseeeeeesJ. T. MoAligter 
request sl Houston* (Halifax morass ade ey — arpa 
G@ainesville* (Cooke) ........-.-.20+0s-- Davis & Harris Refers to Bank of Halifax at place. 
Serestons (Galveston) ntnoadntibanes Labatt & Labatt | Leesburg (Loudoun) ................... Garrett 
Gatesville* (Coryell) ........--0.--0000--- J. E. Walker Refers to P "3 National | Bank of Leesburg, 
Gonsales (Gonzales) ...............-Harwood & Walsh Lexington* (Rock )........ Greenlee D. 
view (Johnson)............ ana to Cleburne Suc. to & er. Practices in State and 
p meek SE noe ct acneunned ee Federal courts. Collections given prompt attention. 
iso (Hamilton) ....------..----++-------D- Langtond | MMSE GOES UNDS. “Commercial law and collee 
LEON BIGELOW SMITH. Counsel for Houston Ne an te Gommercid Bank and wonet ae People's nei} Bank 
ores ae A I ig rt ud- | Manassaa* (Prince William) ......... La. Larkin, Jr. 
grapher in office. New York references : Mer- | yathews" aida i... vag y btK, 
¥ News‘ Werwioh)....-----ae-- R. G. Bickford 
A. B. SELDNER, 230 Main st. collec. 
law. Litigation. Refers to any 
Petersburg (Dinwiddie) badedidindeed Davis & McIlvaine 
* (Norfolk) ..............+.+-- F. Crocker 


J.¥F. 
Pulaski* Sasesoue .-«..O. C. Brewer 
Refers to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co. 


Richmond* (Henrico) 
OPERRALL & REGESTER, 1102 EB. Main st., P.O. 
Counsel for American National 
ae General practice in State and Federal 
courts. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, 
penn and ance law. Refer to 


in Richm: 
o SKELTON. Chamber of 1 ~ 














commercial law. Refers 
' vEachange Bonk ond." L. Williame & 
‘ Roanoke (Roanoke)............ $s. ae ne Benaves 
4 Refers to First National and National Ex 
z Banks, Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & 
2 Co., Baltimore. 
2 ny” (~& cedccosecce ame rete | 
Velasco (Brasoria)........0.<c sess 'W. W. Anderson Refers to Pamick Coun ty Bank. —— 
Venus (Johnson).............. -- Bend to Cleburne | guffolk* (Nansemond)................--- R. H. Rawies 
‘Waco* (MoLennan)......... -.s.-.-«.-.4. P. JORDAN Warrenton* (Fanquier).................. J. P. Jeffries 
Commercial, oe, ae and bank- | Warsaw* (Richmond).................d. W. Chinn, Jr 
reptey law Fn rao ay ioe tp oft ho counts, ‘Winchester* (Frederick)........... .... 
=o ~¥ A ie A ——4 A Wytheville* (Wythe)............ -..-.- H. M. Heuser 
acs Des, Readies Shales & Co. Lge ae 4 WASHINGTON. 
mercial ers, Attorneys’ ssocia- 
tion, Early's Mercantile Agency and others. Arlington (Snohomish)....................L. N. Jones 
Waxahachie* (Ellis) 
Wane Pale‘ ik 
e - | Montesano (Chehalis). . v. H. Abel 
Wolfe City (Hunt) ...............2. Send to Commerce y 
Woodville® (Tyler)..0cses.ecesceecwesees J. A. Mooney | Now Whatcom* {Whatcom).........Jeremiah Netaer 
North Yakima‘ (Yakima).......... Whiteon & Parker 
UTAH. Oakesdale (Whitman) ................. James F, Fisk 
Brigham* (Box Elder) ........ce.c0.+00. J. M. Coombs Bort Rownsend mend (Jes) Fs = > Feo 
* (Caghe).......000e-eeereeeers eons J.C. Walters AE Haewes 
oe posstgcnces ooee,---George McCormick | «..sie*(Kinc) = # mn & 
Richfield eri anvoncusne ear +-+-King, LJ. m & King “THN @ ee 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commer- 
pe ( seo a censceccssessootoonccce Be corporation, probate and mining law, 
Salt Lake* pace ing References : Dexter Horton & Co., 
BOOTH. 74 7X GRAY, Sth floor Arerbach Block. Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Arnold, Con- 
stable & Co., and Tefft, Weller & Co., New 
— & SHEPARD 120-128 Commercial York; McCornick & Co., bank and Nat'l 
Com mercial. and mining Bank of the Republic. Salt Lake, tan 
law. poctall Refer to Commercial N: M. . = 412 Pioneer Block. Refers to First 
dowel i of thisclty. Metesunane febatehot ik, Seattle Nat'l Bank and any bank 


at any point where required. z Batted Mont.; W.U.&LieberTele. Codes used. 








NEWMAN 
Ober, By ier 
ood) 


JOHN F HUTCHINSON. Refers to First Ni 
Bank. for 





ational 
Balto. & Ohio R. R. Co. 
B.R. Co., 


Refer to Bank of Eau Claire and oth 
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Janesville” (Rock) w N : co 
FETHERS (O. H.), JEFPRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (Mt. | St Johns (Bt. Johns) ...-.----------Kent & Howky| REliable Attorneys — 
First National and Merchants & Mechanics’ Dees Ten sananddbdenpeau WW Bo bernard CONNECTICUT. M d 
Savings Banks. All notaries. Special collec- (Alberta Ter.) pda ~-+35-- Taylor & Boyle FO W. CAREY At 
Aassini OE.) . ccccceses Hanultain Robson ‘ 
Columbia) .....-.-...-..-.. Send to wes | | osal . . 
Keyser (C Rencebal...- To wAnsuAL cow me Ww seen ph meet James F. MacLean G ’ 
La Gree” Croan nn W Le Woodward eS Of Hawley & Carey, sn RG 
Lowell (Bedge).-c.ncccccneseene ee. Send to Columbus | Gheciee (Lunsuburge ns... OO eT ee 
Madisea" SD ciihinndabscsern<-cccess Herman HALIFAX* ; oe COMMERCIAL, PROBATE AND CORPORin peterenc 
arinette. suiphiccaan hadi Quinlan & Daily © Chisholm. Attorneys for Baal % LAW A SPECIALTY sls 
GEO. A. BURTON, 107 Wisconsin st. Commercial of Nova Scotia. matters g ven prompt vigorous attentio, ‘RE 
ae ys oe tg ~ A HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN, (Richard C. Weldon, | Reterences Connecticut Nat. Bank ; Marsh, er F 
Usley Bank. “a Q-'G.;” Willis A” Henry, ‘L-t-3., Chasea Lemmon, Bankers, ridgeport, Conn. . 
New London (Waupaca)............. Thorn olmes a’. ’ : 
to Firet National Banik H. Cahan, LLB. mis, Canada for | )\JEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH § 
Oconto* (Ocento)............0..... Francis X. Morrow pan fags | Admiralty ; Leslie W. Newberry. 
ee Banks of Halifax. Paring men | Emest B: Klleworth, GOODMAN 
Hume & 118 Main st. ain and Richard J. Goodman. 
Portage" (Colum voaweta scree E. 8. Baker Practice ; 50 State Street HARTFORD, 
an) = -Sgmpenesgonssctenetrs > La SA. Chealey. Refers to Halifax Banking Oo. of | Fit National Bank Butlding, ‘Rooms 3.3) "MM ,Ceen 
Reeseville Bend to Columbus a a Sohtection Department giving pscepe ead caret — 
Bio Depositions taken before FREDERICK W. Fu 
Public, (Room Li), 756 Main Street. ron 
References :—Hartford N: . 
Vice-President Connecticut ‘ ] 
Connecticut Trust & Safe epost Vf N W: 
all of Hartford, and Baird & Warner, Real Estate, Ching 
FREDERICK G. EBERLE 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, Marke 
(Formerly Prosecuting Attorney.) 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTION, Bs 
813 Main St. (Op.City Hall) HARTFORD, CON. 
REFERENCES BY REQUEST. W 
E. 4. MERRIMAN, 
Attorney at Law, otha 
General Law Practice, MERIDEN, CON, po 
Rete 
netereces—(Hemamemenn ce, 


PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS 


MANILA. 
BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice 
Courts and Departments in the Phil 
lands and the United States, in Eng 
As ithout I 


Spanish nterpreters. Offive 
. Refers to Nat'l Bank of Nevada, 
se 


, California, U.S. A. 
sioner, Notary Public and Stenogr 
(See card.) 


office. 
CANADA. 


cece eeeneeseceoes 


if 














eee eee ees ceneee 











ANITOBA. 
Brandon* vem oabnnentssopeane H. L. Adolph 
Hartney ( Winchester) ..........--.---..-- G. 8. Halien 
Portage La Prairie* LaPrairie). ..E Andersen 


Refers to Im Bank of Canada. 
ee Genel Seepe Tapa etagge 
Fredericton (york) asesmesnt ta ARTHUR R. SLIPP 
Refers to The Bank of Nova Scotia and The Peo- 
ple’s Bank of Nova Scotia. 
Westmoreland 


Railway Co., &c. 


Charlotte).....-.-.---- W. OC. H. Grimmer 
‘Woodstock* 





——__————— 
cascy MEXICO. 
AGRAMOA TE & AUSTIN, (C. H. M. Y.A 
Lic. L. F. J. yeu E.) P. Box 940 


ENCLAND. 


Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincolns Inn 
& Mores Passage (opp. Law Courts) Carey st. 


FRANCE. 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Attorney. Avoue 16 
Place Vendome. Author of Treatise upon 
French Mercantile Law and Practice of Courte, 

900 pages, price $5.00, post free. Baker, Voor 

hees & Co.. publishers, New York; Stevens & 

Sons, London, publishers. 


voronama, SAPAN. 





The 
of Nova Scotia. 
A. B. Connell 
Refer to Bank of ova Scotia and People’s Bank 
of Halifax. 


WM. J. COUGHLIN, Jr, 


Attorney at Law, 
MIDDLETOWK, 








- CONNECTICUT. He Ms 
A Cor 
Collecti and C 1 Law a Specialty. 
B. F. GAFFNEY, . 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
Neo. 338 Main St,, NEW BRITAIN, CON}. 
Rooms 2 and 4 Stanley Building. 


. § Mechanics’ National Bank. 
References : {Now Brita Nationa: Bank. 


SAMUEL E. HOYT, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY MADE. 
42 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CON. 





eunacw 





References : — First National Bank, New Haven; Nev 


Haven County Nat. Bank, New Haven. 


Send New Haven Collections 
to 
WALTER POND, 
Lawyer, 
NEW HAVEN, CON}. 





69 Church Street, 


HOMER H. SHEPARD, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Glebe Building, NEW HAVEN, CON%. 















GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. 






Commercial Law and Collections a Specialty. 























ICT. 


ONK. 


DE. 


ONN. 


oe. 
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CONNECTICUT, continuan. 


ICHAEL T. DOWNES, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
WALLINGFORD. CONN. 
aPROSECUTING ATTORNEY FOR CIT7¥.... 
pest of facilities for prosecuting claims in all sections of 


—First National Bank ; Dime Savings Bank ; 
if State. 





a 
ie pbard, Ex-Secretary 0: 


FREDERICK PEASLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 


31 and 32 Pest Ofice Bullding, 
WATERBURY, CONN. 








General Law Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
Commercial Law and Bankruptcy Practice a Specialty. 








= 


Fs DELAWARE. 
WILLIAM S. PRICKE TT, 
Attorney at Law, 


48 EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Market Street, WILMINGTON, DEL. 





References :—Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co.; Union 
National Bank; Wm. B.Shaip&Co.; Chas. Warner Co 


WILLIAM F. SMALLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 
EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Shand Merket®ts.. WILMIAGTON, DEL. 


Delaware Charters Secured. 
Agent for Non-Residents and Corporations. 
Reference :—National Bank of Delaware. 











ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 

Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 

Corporation and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 

Byary Public, Room 1808 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 











MARYLAND. 


FRANCE & BARTLETT, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


21 to 24 Bank of Baltimore Building. 
Joseph C. France. J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr. 








Referen — U. 8. Fidelit je Gussens 
Bank of Baltimore ; Natio 
tonal Bank ; Smith, Dixon & Co., Daltbeore 
Co. Con inestal Wall "Paper Co. ; 
centile Agency, New York. 


Attorneys for Shriver, Bartlett & Co., Collections. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
M. J. OCONNOR, 


Co. ; 
4) First Na- 


and American 
Mutual Mer 











Counselor at Law, 
MARBLE BLOCK, 


Reference :—Any National Bank fo City. 





CHAS. E. HOAG, *S7Akr. 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
SPRINGFIELD, MASS 
Long Distance —— Spr ngfield 845-3. 




















Biitopes ie 


-| 211 Market Street, 


HOLYOKE, MA*%8s,. 


air Se ;_ Second 
City — 


JOHN McKEAN, 
Ci ounselor ai Law 


5 ELM STREET, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Lone Distance TELEPAON®. 291-14. 


DENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Montgomery Street, JERSEY CITY, N. J. 


Commissioner for | State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 


Collections made in all parts of New Jersey. 
Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City. 





[Lows FREDERICK WHITMAN 


Counselor at Law, 
Court Square Theatre Building. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
FLDWARD J. TIERNEY, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 





Reom 1, Gowdy Bleck, WESTFIELD, MASS. 


References yo National Bank, Westfield, Mass ; 
Any business ho or bank. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 


Counselors at Law, 
iv Pearl Street, _ WORCESTER, MASS. 
Practice in Stat and Unitea st States Con: ts 

No artes ; Type-Write sin Office ; Depositions Take~. 
Comm rciai Litigation: losurance, Corporation aod Rail- 


Provat and insolve-ce Cases. Trusts and Title. 
Co’ aoe a Deparument Thoroughiy Equi ped for Prompt 


Refer tw any Baak or Business House in Worcester. 














MISSISSIPP!. 
CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ZOSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 





Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Ganover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Oourt Judges of Mississippi 





NEW JERSEY. 
JOHN G. HORNER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


111 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 
Telephone, 274. 


Practices in all Courts of New Jers y: Acts as resi« 
dent agent fer New Jersey Corporations ; 
General Cerperation Werk ; Notary Public. 

Reference :—Security Trust Co.,Camden N. . 


JOHN 0. WILSON, 


Counselor ai Law, 
Long Distance Telephone, “‘ No. 584 A.” 
CAMDEN, N. J. 


Collections, Corporation and Commercial Law. 








porations. 


References >—Security Trust Co,; West Jere 
Guarantee Co. ; New Jersey Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 


Rooms 56 and 57 Dix Building. 
208 and 210 Broad f treet, 
ELIZABETH, ®&.J. 





Collections 


DOUGLAS D. T. S7ICKY, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
66t0 6S Ments omery St., JERSEY CITY, N.J3 











to Springfield 
Se 

r eny ott 
iorthe 


ber bank, bank, of Reputable a... 2,- 
hredis Co.; Notary in the 


Acts as representative of Non-Resident New Jersey Cor- 
Title & 


JOHN J. HOPPIN, 


Attorney and Coun:elor at Law, 
160 Market Street, NEWARK, ¥. J. 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 


gmerigan Senate Co 
References { Gasex County Asioual Bank} Lag a 
Skipper & Ten Kyck, Attorneys, N ewark. 


WALTER P. LINDSLEY, 
Attorney at Law, 


Lawyers’ Building, 164 Market Street, 
NEWARK, N. J. 








Collections. 
NOTARY. 
Merchants’ National Newark. 
— ae 
WARREN DIXON, 
Counselor at Law. 


Davidsen Building, 259 Washington Street. 

TELEPHONE: 1% Junszy. JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS. 

COLLECTIONS RECEIVE MY PERSONAL ATTENTION 


cial Trust Co. pi New avon County } = sae > eames 

[J lHLLIAM ADGATE LORD, 
Attorney at Law, 

National Bank Building, ORANGE, NB. J, 


Reference :—Orange Nationa! Bank. 


E:RWIN £. MARSHALL, 
Counselor at Law, 











137 East State * treet, TRENTO:, N. J. 
References :—Trenton Trust & 2afe Deposit'Co.; Tren 
ton Gas & Electric Co. 
SAMUEL C. KULP, 
Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR iN CHaNCERY. 
REAL ESTATE LAW. COLLECTIONS. 


111 E. State Street, TRENTON, N. J. 


Act as Agent for Non-Resident Corporations. 
Reference :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 








NEW YORK. 
Telephone 3079 Cortland. 
BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


Atsorney and Counselor at Law, 


87 Nassau S:reet 
Manhattan Borough. 





NEW YORK, 
References :—Oriental 
$7i-9 Eaat Seth Servet; § Christiansen, & Wet 20 Strect! 


M. Son, annfacturers, 2.26 Whi 
Ary PoE gg 1 B Bleecker Street ; 
‘Allot New York Clty. Surrogates 





WILLIAM ©. MAINS. 
G47Z, NEIER& M¢tKENNELL, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


523 BROADWAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: Lucas Building. 





References : { Gilson, Collins & Co.. Lamber, Jersey City. 


Hudson County National Bank, Jersey City. 


Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co. ; Eaton & Mains, N.} 
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NOW READY! 


>—LAN 


A new work upon the subject of Banking Law is greatly needed by the profession, 
regard to National Banks as well as State Banks, have been greatly multiplied in the last ten years. This book shows the resuliyy 


ON BANKS AND BANKING 


By JOHN M. ZANE of the Chicago Bur. 
The decisions upon various phases of the iy, 





adjudications in all the decisions up to the present time. 


The Right of Private Banking, now assuming a position of interest owing to constitutional restriction, the ge 
upon Unauthorized Banking aud Unlawful Banking Acts, Notice to a Bank through its officers, and especially where the, 
has an interest antagonistic to the bank, Liability of Stockholders, especially of National Banks, to creditors, Pr¢ 
Bank Officers for Crimes, especially officers of National Banks, such as receiving deposits or making false returns, Liability of 







n=e=nDS , ree 


upon Trust Funds, and Liability of Third Parties to the Bank tor moneys taken by officers, are of special interest. 
It will be found that no space has been wasted by quoting from opinions or by uselessly verbose discussions, but that no queg 
has been om tted by reason of the fact that the book has been put iato one volume. 














- One Largé Volume, obout 850 pages, price $6.00 net ; or $6.30 delivered. 6 
T.H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, CHICAGO, IL 
NEW YORK, cowrinuen. CHARLES C. STROH, L£ZO. G. BERNHEIMER 
VE R L K Attorney at Law 
P: CYL £L0C&, Attorney at Law, 304 306 City Trust Building, 
ny eet Combe ot Low, Collections and Commercial Law vires: -“yonndinbes 
149 Broadway, NEW YORK. . Collections receive my prompt personal attention 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. Trust Company Building, Remittances made day clatm Is paid. T 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 222 Market Street, HARRISBURG, PA.| All matters reported on promptly. 
. ntennand _ one References :— Commonwealth Gesrantee Trust & Safe Raper os ‘ 
guitn & Gg. Manuinecure, w Broadway; Fiower co. | ReistCocrchy ne Swine Banks Any bank or) A7 ETL & HAINES, ) 
{0 Wall Beret s All of New York. Attorneys at Law. 





POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
906 Broadway, NEW YORK. 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


JT WM. F. ALGER 
COLLECTING COMPANY, 
76 and 78 Park Place. 
DONIHEE & DONIHEE BROS., 
Attorneys and Counsel. NEW YORK. 


COLLECTIONS MADE EVERYWHERE THROUGH 
RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 








References :—U 
;M.Q 


Place; New York 


N.Y. ; Siegel, Cooper 


WILLIAM £. GOWDEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
13-21 Park Row, 


PARK ROW BUILDING, 
PHONE : 3681 CORTLAND. 


H of Gouverneur, Gouverneur, 
Co., Bankers, 18th St. and 6th Aves. 





NEW YORK. 
Norary. 


COLLECTIONS AND GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 





PENNSYLVANIA. 


W. S. SYKES, 
Attorney at Law, 


CHESTER, os "ee PENNSYLVANIA. 
Collections and Commercial Litigation my 








Specialty. 
References :— Chester National Bank and First National 
Bank. 
S, S. RUPP, 


Attorney at Law, 


331 Market Street, HARRISBURG, PA. 


Reference :—Harrisburg Trust Co. ; 


PP - -» Dauphin Deposit 








7. KITTERA VANDYKE 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Ne. 9 North Third St., HARRISBURG, PA. 


Practice in the State Departments a specialty. Resident 


ms -~ for Port Corporations doing business in Pa. 
‘erences :—Mechanics Bank ; First National Bank. 





A, Ff. HOSTETTER, 
Corporation and Insolvency Law, 


COLLECTIONS. 
43 Grant Street, LANCASTER, PA. 





References :—First National Bank of Lancaster, or any 
bank in the City of Lancaster. 





A. S. HERSHEY, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
47 Grant Street, Law Building, 
Opposite Court House, LANCASTER, PA 


Reference:—Northern National Bank; Conestoga Na- 
tional Bank ; People’s National Bank; Of Lancaster, Pa. 


(,ZORGE W. MARTER, 
Attorney at Law, 
N. W. Corner Ninth and Walnut Streets, (first floor) 


PH LADELVHIA. 


134 South Ninth Street. 
Entrances {xe Walnut Street. 


References :—Land & Title Co. and Merchants’ Trust Co. 


EDWIN T. STEARNS, 
Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS. COMMERCIAL LAW. 


CORPORATION LAW. 
929 ( hestnut St., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
:—Commonwealth Title Insurance & Trust 


conn F Willam White Me, Dy Bitteshonse Baur’ Phat 
0.; ds » DD. 
John Borden & Bro., 637 N. 19th Street, thie 1 





JOBN F. K*LL. CHAS. F. BAlsn 
1011 Chestuut St., PHILADELPHIA, 
Pre gg et Trust & Safe De 
4o.;Geo H. Beardsley, *s; Comme 
Titie Insurance & Trust Co.; Hall Bros. & Wood, 4 
Lancaster Ave., all of 


THOS. S. DONOHUGH,§ - 
Attorney at Law, 


513-514 MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE BUILDING, 1 
1001 Chestnut St, PHILADELPSAL, 
Collections receive persona! attention. 

Referepces :—The Title Insurance & Tr 
Co.; Geo. Payne & Co.; Mountain Mardi ( 
Soap Stone 3; Bamilton tron Works; fu | 
& Comfort Co. of Ph 


WELLING ZON J. SNYDER, 


Attorney at Law, 


Room 403. Telephone, “ No. 35-424" 
929 Chestnut Street, PHILADELPHIA, 


Collections promptly attended to. 























References :— City Trust, Safe Deposit & Surety Co.; 
ton Sons, 453 Woodisnd Ave. PT oaks Sommer, 
borough 8t. 


Beat 
Mar! 











Mee . 


a 


Combines all the requisites for an 
to-date writing machine, visible wi 


pases alignment, simplicity and du 
ility. It has few equals and no suf 
ior. Catalogues on application. 





Inter-State Typewriter ompe 
293-295 Broadway, 
NEW YORK CITY 









